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THE  TARIFF. 


SPEECH 


OF 


HON.  LEWIS  SPERRY, 

» ' 

OF  CONNECTICUT, 


IN  THE 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES, 


/ 


Wednesday,  January  17,  1894. 


‘j 


SPEECH 

OF 

HON.  LEWIS  SPEREY. 

The  House  being  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  and 
having  under  consideration  the  bill  (H.  R.  4864)  to  reduce  taxation,  to  provide 
revenue  for  the  Government,  and  for  other  piirposes — 

Mr.  SPERRY  said: 

Mr.  Chairman  : In  my  mind  there  is  an  intimate  connection  be- 
tween a tariff  bill  and  a revenue.  I know  of  no  constitutional 
authority  for  imposing  a tax  except  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
the  Government.  In  a tariff  bill,  however,  it  has  long  been  the 
policy  of  the  Government  to  so  arrange  taxes  that  as  much  inci- 
dental protection  should  be  given  to  domestic  industries  as  the 
needs  of  the  Government  would  permit. 

From  the  beginning  of  the  Government  to  the  present  time,  or, 
at  least,  up  to  1890,  when  the  so-called  McKinley  bill  was  passed,  it 
has  never  been  disputed  that  when  the  Government  lays  and  col- 
lects its  taxes  for  the  purposes  of  revenue  they  should  be  so  laid  as 
to  give  as  great  protection  to  domestic  industries  as  possible. 
Changes  have  been  made  from  time  to  time  in  the  tariff;  but  they 
have  always  been  in  view  of  the  situation  of  the  Treasury.  Rates 
have  been  moved  up  when  the  Treasury  wanted  money,  and  they 
have  been  moved  down  when  the  Treasury  had  more  money  than  it 
needed. 

Up  to  the  commencement  of  the  war  the  percentages  derived 
from  customs  were  sometimes  as  high  as  95  per  cent,  and  seldom  or 
never  below  80  per  cent  of  the  total  receipts  of  the  Government. 
The  emergencies  of  the  war  made  it  necessary  to  exploit  new  fields 
for  revenue;  and  a system  of  internal  taxation  was  inaugurated 
which  brought  in  at  times  something  like  50  per  cent  of  the  required 
revenues.  After  the  war,  when  the  accumulations  were  more  than 
was  needed  for  the  expenses  of  the  Government,  one  President  after 
another — every  one  from  Grant  to  the  first  Cleveland  Administra- 
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tioii;  and  Cleveland  himself — recommended  a reduction  of  revenue 
whenever  there  was  accumulated  a surplus  beyond  the  reasonable 
expenses  of  the  Government;  and  the  first  reductions  made  were 
made  in  the  internal-revenue  schedules,  in  order  not  to  interfere 
with  the  established  doctrine  of  the  American  Government  that 
we  should  have  as  much  incidental  protection  as  the  Treasury 
requirements  would  permit.  Thus  the  first  reductions  made  were 
upon  internal  taxes,  not  customs. 

And  I apprehend  that  another  reason  for  the  change  in  this  direc- 
tion was  because  of  the  disturbing  influences  brought  into  operation 
whenever  the  Government  attempts  to  interfere  with  the  tariff  to 
any  considerable  extent.  There  are  few  temporary  misfortunes 
which  are  greater  than  a general  revision  of  the  tariff;  and  we  are 
passing  through  such  a misfortune  now, 

Mr.  Cleveland,  coming  to  the  Presidency  in  1884  for  his  first  term 
of  service,  issued  his  so-called '^free-trade”  message,  in  which  he 
called  the  attention  of  the  country  to  the  fact  that  under  the  then 
arranged  customs  duties  and  internal  taxes  we  wore  accumulating 
a surplus  in  the  Treasury  which  was  inconvenient  and  unjust  to  the 
people  as  indicating  a greater  degree  of  taxation  than  w'as  necessary, 
inducing  extravagant  appropriations,  with  no  way,  except  by  the 
purchase  of  bonds  at  high  premiums,  in  which  the  money  could  be 
returned  to  the  channels  of  trade.  Therefore  he  recommended  a 
reduction  of  the  tariff  duties  to  meet  the  then  condition  of  the 
Treasury. 

His  famous  statement  that  it  was  a condition  which  confronted 
us,  not  a theory,  meant  that  the  condition  was  an  overflowing  sur- 
plus in  the  Treasury,  and  that  no  theories  of  free  trade  or  protection 
should  be  allowed  to  interfere  with  a rearrangement  of  the  tariff 
upon  a downward  scale  so  as  not  to  accumulate  the  surplus  which 
was  then  so  embarrassing.  Following  the  recommendation  in  that 
message  came  the  Mills  biU  of  1888,  which  to  my  judgment  was  a 

conservative  bill.  It  ought  to  have  been  passed  ; and  I say  so  from 

» 

the  standpoint  of  a protection  Democrat  and  of  one  who  has  at  heart 
the  interests  of  the  industries  of  New  England.  It  was  a protective 
measure.  It  reduced  certain  schedules  of  the  tariff.  It  gave  us  in 
a large  measure  free  raw  material.  In  that  bill  those  materials 
which  manufacturers  needed  to  work  into  the  finished  product  and 

which  themselves  carried  but  a low  degree  of  labor,  were  for  the 
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most  part  put  upon  the  free  list.  And  that  bill  saved  to  the  interests 
of  the  country  all  the  incidental  protection  which  was  possible  to 
be  saved  under  the  then  requirements  of  the  Treasury. 

But  the  Democratic  party  encountered  the  cry  of  the  opposition 
that  the  message  was  a "free-trade”  message,  that  our  President 
was  a "free-trade”  President,  and  that  the  Mills  bill  was  a free- 
trade”  bill.  Through  the  fear  created  by  that  declaration  and  by 
means  of  the  promise  that  if  they  were  allowed  to  revise  the  tariff 
it  would  bo  revised,  not  upon  free-trade  lines,  but  upon  protection 
lines,  and  that  in  the  revision  the  laborer  would  get  more  for  his  hire 
and  the  manufacturer  would  get  a better  return  for  his  investment, 
the  second  Cleveland  campaign  went  down  in  defeat,  I am  sorry  to 
say,  for  the  Democratic  party. 

The  Kopublicans  came  into  full  control  of  the  Government  in  its 
legislative  and  executive  branches;  and  they  introduced  to  the 
American  people  what  has  seemed  to  me  to  be  a new  theory  upon 
the  subject  of  the  tariff;  and  that  was  that  we  might  constitution- 
ally have  protection  for  protection's  sake.  If  I mistake  not,  the 
McKinley  bill  was  arranged  first  with  a view  to  protection,  and 
secondly  with  a view  to  revenue,  which,  to  my  mind,  reverses  the 
arrangement  which  ought  ever  to  prevail  in  the  preparation  of  a 
tariff  bill.  Following  the  lines  of  the  theory  of  protection  for  pro- 
tection's sake  the  Republicans  in  Congress  put  sugar  upon  the  free 
list,  gave  a bounty  upon  domestic  sugar;  granted  rebates  on  tin 
which  has  cost  the  Government  a good  many  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  dollars ; they  moved  up  the  rate  upon  other  articles  with  the 
view  of  making  them  restrictive,  if  not  in  some  cases  prohibitory, 
the  object  being  to  give  increased  protection,  regardless  almost  of 
the  needs  of  the  Treasury. 

The  surplus  of  $100,000,000,  which  the  recent  Harrison  Administra- 
tion had  at  the  expiration  of  Cleveland's  first  term  of  service,  was  not 
only  accounted  for  by  a reduction  of  revenue  under  the  McKinley  bill, 
but  it  was  otherwise  accounted  for  in  affirmative  legislation,  which 
has  increased  the  ordinary  disbursements  of  the  Treasury  from 
$261,000,000  in  1890  to  $356,000,000  in  1893— an  increase  of  upwards 
of  $94,000,000,  in  what  I may  describe  to  be  the  fixed  charges  of  the 
Government.  IftheRepublicanpartyhad  simply  passed  theaffirraa- 
tive  legislation,  fixing  additional  liabilities  upon  the  Government, 

and  had  not  disturbed  the  tariff  at  all,  my  judgment  is  that  the 
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tariff  of  1883  wotild  scarcely  have  produced  from  year  to  year  a 
snfiBcieut  revenue  with  which  to  meet  the  increased  expense. 

But  they  went  still  further  and  reduced  the  receipts  obtainable 
from  customs  in  the  next  year  by  something  like  $50,000,000.  So 
that  the  result  has  been  that  we  are  now  facing  a deficit,  a most 
embarrassing  deficit.  The  Treasury  has  to-day  something  like 
$70,000,000  of  the  gold  reserve  only,  and  that  $70,000,000  is  sup- 
posed to  support  $346,000,000  of  greenbacks,  $585,000,000  hf  Gov- 
ernment debt,  and  maintain  the  parity  upon  the  $»500,000,000  of  sil- 
ver, worth  intrinsically  about  50  cents  on  the  dollar;  and  this 
entrenchment  upon  the  gold  reserve  has  been  made  necessary  by 
the  fact  that  this  Congress  and  the  last  Congress  utterly  failed  to 
take  any  step  whatever  to  relieve  the  Treasury  of  its  great  embar- 
rassment. 

In  addition  to  the  liabilities  in  the  Treasury  I may  mention  an- 
other, and  that  is  that  there  are  now  outstanding  $25,000,000  of 
Government  bonds  which  have  been  due  for  something  like  two 
years  or  more,  which  have  been  extended  at  2 per  cent,  payable  at 
the  option  of  the  Government,  and  are  now  quoted  in  the  market  at 
95  cents  on  the  dollar — Government  bonds  of  the  United  States,  Mr. 

Chairman,  quoted  in  the  market  at  95  cents  on  the  dollar,  and  the 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency  refuses  to  accept  them  as  the  basis  of 
a paper  circulation  except  at  that  discount  made  obligatory  upon 
the  holders  because  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  has  not  got 
that  paltry  $25,000,000  with  which  to  take  up  those  past-due  bonds. 

The  sinking-fund  requirement  has  also  been  in  default  for  two  * 

years,  and  on  the  30th  day  of  next  J une  will  be  in  default  to  the 
extent  of  $101,302,369.08.  This  is  ‘‘  a condition  that  confronts  us," 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  emphatically  a condition  as  when  in  1887  Grover 
Cleveland  called  the  attention  of  the  country  to  this  condition,  and 
warned  us  that  no  theories  ought  to  stand  in  the  way  of  an  imme- 
diate remedy  in  reducing  the  surplus.  But  the  condition  that  con- 
fronts us  is  the"  opposite  of  what  it  was  then,  and  it  may  be  well 
said  that  no  theories  ought  to  confront  us  to-day.  This  House 
ought  not  to  discuss  theories  of  free  trade  or  protection  until  they 
first  set  themselves  to  work  to  provide  the  Treasury  with  the  nec- 
essary fund  to  pay  its  bills  from  day  to  day. 

Mr.  Chairman,  what  seems  to  me  to  be  a policy  passing  strange, 
and  out  of  aU  keeping  with  the  former  poUcy  of  the  Democratic 
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party  or  any  other  party,  is  the  action  of  the  W ays  and  MeansUom- 
mittee  of  this  House.  That  committee  is  charged  under  the 
Constitution,  and  under  the  rules  of  this  House,  with  originating 
legislation  in  order  to  provide  funds  for  the  Treasury.  The  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  of  this  House,  pursuing  a theory  of  free  trade, 

I venture  to  say,  or  some  other  theory,  I know  not  what,  but  casting 
out  from  its  mind  any  idea  of  revenue  as  thoroughly  as  the  makers 
of  the  McKinley  bill  did,  regardless  of  revenue,  regardless  of  the 
condition  which  confronts  the  Treasury,  presents  to  this  House  a 
hill  which  carries  upon  its  face,  estimated  upon  the  imports  of  last 
year,  which  were  large,  a deficit  of  $76,000,000  nearly,  in  addition  to 
a certain  deficit  of  $76,000,000  which  wiU  have  accrued  by  the  30th 
day  of  next  June. 

It  is  a condition  that  confronts  us.  It  is  a condition  -which  ought 
to  be  met  without  regard  to  theory.  The  condition  is  one  to  which 
this  House  ought  to  give  its  immediate  attention.  The  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  to-day  beseeching  Congress  to  grant  him  permission 
to  issue  bonds  to  run  the  Government  in  debt  in  a time  of  profound 
peace. 

I can  not  understand,  I say,  the  policy  or  the  politics  of  such 
action.  A customs  bill  ought  to  produce  customs ; a tariff  bill  ought 
to  produce  a revenue,  and  particularly  in  view  of  the  declaration 
of  the  Chicago  platform  that  we  should  have  a tariff  for  revenue 

only. 

I am  no  friend  of  the  present  tariff  law  (the  McKinley  bill,  so- 
called).  I am  no  friend  of  its  bounties,  nor  in  all  respects  of  its 
free  list,  but  one  thing  may  be  said  of  the  McKinley  bill  which  can 
not  be  said  of  this  one— it  produces  a revenue.  A bill  which  inde- 
pendent of  the  present  emergencies  of  the  Government  will  produce 
revenue,  certainly  has  something  to  recommend  it. 

I do  not  believe  that  the  Democratic  party  can  go  safely  to  the 
country  and  tell  the  country  that  they  have  redeemed  their  election 
pledges  at  the  expense  of  $75,000,000  a year,  and  that  the  U.  S.  Gov- 
ernment has  been  put  under  obligations  to  that  amount,  run  in  debt 
$75,000,000  a year  at  least,  in  order  to  enable  the  Democratic  party 
to  redeem  its  election  pledges.  I believe  in  tariff  reform,  but  I would 
arrange  the  present  bill  in  such  a way  as  to  produce  as  far  as  pos- 
sible the  needed  funds  for  the  Treasury  without  running  into  debt; 
and  if  a decent  arrangement  of  the  present  tariff  would  not  perform 
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that  great  service,  I would  increase  the  internal  taxes  in  some  way; 
but  for  my  part  I should  hesitate  to  go  before  the  country  and  say 
that  my  party  had  redeemed  its  election  pledges  at  the  expense  of 
a continual  increase  in  the  national  debt. 

But  I have  another  suggestion  to  make  to  this  bill,  and  that  is  as 
to  the  motive  upon  which  I suspect  it  was  formulated.  In  my 
judgment  the  bill  has  been  so  drawn  as  to  produce  a deficit  of  large 
proportions  for  the  purpose  of  making  an  income  tax  a necessity. 

I do  not  believe  that  I can  be  mistaken  in  that  assertion,  and  I can 
not  put  out  of  my  mind  the  free-trade  clement  which  to  some  extent 
controls  the  Democratic  side  of  this  House;  and  my  belief  and  fear 
is  that  if  the  free-trade  element  of  the  Democratic  party  should 
have  it  in  their  power  they  would  substitute  an  income  tax  and 
abolish  the  custom-houses  entirely.  If  that  be  the  policy  of  the 
partv  now  in  control  of  public  aft’airs,  I have  only  to  say  that  it  is 
an  abandonment  of  all  previous  policy  of  the  country,  whether 
under  Democratic,  Republican,  or  what-not  administration. 

The  very  report  of  this  committee  indicates  it : 

The  biU,  on  which  the  committee  has  expended  much  patient  and  anxious  labor, 
is  not  offered  as  a complete  response  to  the  mandate  of  the  ^Vmerican  people.  It 
no  more  professes  to  be  purged  of  aU  protection  than  to  bo  free  of  all  error  in  its 
complex  and  manifold  details. 

I infer  from  that  language,  Mr,  Chairman,  that  a perfect  bill, 
which,  in  the  judgment  of  that  committee,  would  be  a complete  re- 
sponse to  the  mandate  of  the  American  people,  would  be  a free-trade 
bill  absolutely,  or,  in  other  words,  would  be  a bill  simply  abolish- 
ing all  tariffs  entirely  and  gathering  no  customs  whatever.  If  that 
be  the  judgment  of  this  committee  as  to  what  is  the  mandate  of  the 
American  people  in  the  last  election,  I will  remind  this  House  that 
if  the  issue  ever  comes  before  the  American  people,  as  it  may  come 
before  them  in  the  next  election  and  in  the  next  Presidential  elec- 
tion, the  clean-cut  issue  as  to  incidental  protection  or  free  trade,  the 
mandate  of  the  American  people  will  not  be  in  favor  of  free  trade. 
It  never  yet  has  been  and  it  will  not  be,  at  least  in  the  immediate 
future.  There  is  another  point  to  which  I would  like  to  call  atten- 
tion, and  that  is  the  feeling  that  exists  in  the  agricultural  States  to 
the  effect  that  they  are  the  ones  who  pay  the  tariff  tax  and  that  the 
industrial  and  manufacturing  States  get  the  benefit  of  the  tariff, 

while  they  get  none. 
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The  argument  proceeds  upon  the  statement,  first,  that  the  con- 
sumer pays  the  tax,  which  may  be  true.  The  second  statement  is 
that  there  are  more  farmers  in  the  country  than  artisans,  which  is 
also  true ; but  it  does  not  foUow  from  that  that  the  agricultural  part 
of  the  country  pays  more  taxes  or  consumes  more  from  a custom- 
house standpoint  than  the  industrial  States,  and  such  is  not  the 
fact. 


A merchant  or  a manufacturer  or  a man  who  lives  npon  his  income, 
a man  with  $4,000  a year  income,  consumes  more  from  a customs 
standpoint  than  ten  farmers,  for  instance,  with  annual  incomes  of 
$400  a year  each.  Take  the  farmers  of  the  West.  They  supply 
their  tables,  excepting,  perhaps,  tea,  coffee,  and  sugar,  with  their 
own  products. 

The  States  of  the  West  arc  largely  agricultural,  yet  some  of  them 
arepartly  manufacturing.  They  manufacture  wagons,  agricultural 
machinery,  and  implements.  They  manufacture  paper,  textile 
fabrics  to  a groat  extent,  household  furniture,  stoves,  and  a multi- 
tude of  articles,  which  are  manufactured  in  the  West,  and  supplied 
to  the  agricultural  States  of  the  West  cheaper  than  they  could  be 
supplied  from  the  East,  and  cheaper  than  they  could  he  supplied 
from  abroad  even  under  absolute  free  trade.  Take  the  few  remain- 
ing articles  which  the  Western  farmer  consumes,  and  upon  which 
in  consumption  ho  pays  the  tax,  and  it  is  almost  infinitesimal. 
And  what  is  true  of  the  agricultural  States  of  the  West  is  still 
more  marked  in  the  agricultural  States  of  the  South. 

Now  the  South  is  composed  of  a population  one-third  of  which 
is  colored.  The  colored  population  are  not  consumers.  The  labor 
of  the  South  is  colored  labor.  The  colored  man  with  his  little  cabin 
in  which  his  family  lives  consumes  nothing  from  a customs  stand- 
point. There  is  nothing  in  the  cabin.  There  is  no  household  fur- 
niture. He  has  no  desires,  he  has  no  wants.  He  consumes  sweet 
potatoes  and  hominy  and  bacon.  He  does  not  need  much.  That 
limits  his  consumption.  Compare  the  consumption  of  the  laborer 
of  the  South,  of  that  class,  with  the  consumption  of  the  well-paid 
mechanics  of  the  industrial  States.  What  do  they  consume  f They 
live  in  good  houses.  They  consume  lumber  in  the  construction  of 
their  houses.  The  houses  are  well  furnished.  They  are  well  clad, 
they  are  well  shod,  they  are  well  fed.  They  consume  the  agricul- 
tural products  of  the  West  and  the  imported  products  from  for- 
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eign  countries.  Tliey  pay  the  tax,  if  consumers,  and  as  consumers 
have  to  pay  the  tax;  if  they  consume  much  they  pay  more  tax,  and 
if  they  consume  but  little  they  pay  but  little  tax. 

Look  into  the  country  store,  in  the  South,  for  instance ; and  I speak 
of  the  South  because  it  is  distinctively  agricultural,  because  I 
apprehend  in  that  part  of  the  country  there  is  a distinctively  free- 
trade  sentiment  existing,  and  it  exists  upon  the  theory,  which  I 
believe  to  be  false,  that  the  tarilf  is  against  their  prosperity  and  in 
favor  of  the  prosperity  of  the  industrial  States.  Now,  look  into 
the  country  store  of  the  South,  and  observe  the  limited  quantity  of 
articles  which  pass  into  consumption  in  those  communities,  and 
compare  one  of  those  stores  with  the  stores  in  the  villages  or  the 
cities  of  the  North,  the  variety  and  the  quantity  of  the  goods. 
Where  you  have  a demand  you  have  a supply;  and  if  there  is  no 
demand  in  the  country  store  in  the  South  it  indicates  that  there  is 
no  consumption. 

Mr.  TALBERT  of  South  Carolina.  There  is  no  money  there ; that 
is  the  trouble, 

Mr.  SPERRY.  Precisely.  There  is  no  money  there ; and  because 
there  is  no  money  there  you  can  not  buy  anything  to  consume;  and 
if  yon  do  not  consume  anything  you  do  not  pay  any  tariff  taxes. 

Mr.  TALBERT  of  South  Carolina.  The  tariff  bears  upon  them  in 
that  it  reduces  the  price  they  receive  for  their  products,  so  that 
they  donot  get  anything. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  On  cotton,  for  instance! 

Mr,  TALBERT  of  South  Carolina.  On  cotton  and  everything 
else. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Bailey  in  the  chair).  If  the  gentleman 
from  South  C^^rolina  desires  to  interrupt  the  gentleman  to  ask  a 
quetion  he  must  first  address  the  chair. 

Mr,  TALBERT  of  South  Carolina.  The  gentleman  does  not  mind 
me  interrupting  him. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  The  gentleman  is  entirely  at  liberty;  I do  not 
object  to  interruptions. 

The  tariff  does  not  affect  the  price  of  your  cotton  the  minutest 
fraction  of  a cent.  I would  say  to  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina that  the  price  of  cotton  is  fixed  in  Liverpool. 

Mr.  TALBERT  of  South  Carolina.  So  it  is. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  And  your  money  here,  whether  it  bo  good,  bad, 
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or  indifferent,  whatever  it  may  he,  has  no  effect  whatever  upon  the 
price  of  cotton  in  Liverpool;  but  the  price  of  cotton  in  Liverpool 
hxes  the  price  of  the  cotton  in  South  Carolina;  and  the  tariffs,  I do 
not  care  what  they  are,  have  no  more  effect  upon  commodities  raised 
in  the  South  and  exported  than  they  have  upon  the  rising  and  falling 
of  the  tide. 

Now,  an  idea  prevails  in  many  agricultural  States  in  the  West  and 
the  South  that  they  pay  the  taxes  and  that  the  industrial  States 
get  the  benefit  of  it.  There  is  no  greater  mistake  possible. 

Mr.  MARSH.  The  gentleman  says  he  does  not  care  anything 

about  being  interrupted. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  I do  not. 

Mr.  MARSH.  I do  not  want  that  idea  attributed  to  the  West. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  You  would  not  object  to  it  being  attributed  to 

Kansas  f 

Mr.  MARSH.  I am  not  looking  after  Kansas  just  now. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  But  the  subject  of  consumption  is  of  more  impor- 
tance to  the  consumer  than  taxes.  I have  spoken  about  consumption 
only  to  ascertain  who  pays  the  custom  taxes.  Now,  I will  say  to 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  that  for  every  dollar  of  customs 
which  the  United  States  gathers  out  of  the  State  of  South  CaroUna 
the  United  States  pays  back  a dollar  and  a quarter  in  the  expenses 

of  collection. 

Mr.  TALBERT  of  South  Carolina.  That  does  not  make  any  dif- 
ference. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  The  custom-house  ofiScers  in  the  State  of  South 
Carolina  receive  $1.25  from  the  Government  for  every  doUar  of  cus- 
toms duty  that  is  collected  there,  and  certainly  you  do  not  pay  the 

I custom  taxes, 

i Mr.  TALBERT  of  South  Carolina.  Then  the  custom-houses  ought 

^ to  be  abolished,  if  they  cost  more  than  they  collect. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  They  ought  to  be  abolished  from  a free-trade 

stand-point. 

Mr.  TALBERT  of  South  Carolina.  It  is  true  that  they  ought  to 
' he  abolished  if  they  cost  more  than  they  collect. 

[ Mr.  SPERRY.  I only  used  this  illustration  of  South  Carolina  to 

show  that  they  do  not  consume  anything  and  do  not  pay  any  taxes, 
and  it  is  due  to  the  fact  that  the  population  of  South  Carolina  is  60 

per  cent  colored  people,  who  are  nonconsumers. 
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Mr,  TATjBERT  of  South  Carolina.  Do  not  thoso  people  eat  any- 
thing! 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  if  he 
desires  to  interrupt  the  gentleman,  must  rise.  This  must  not 
degenerate  into  a dialogue. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  They  are  not  consumers  from  a customs  stand- 
point. There  is  no  tax  that  I have  heard  of  yet  upon  sweet  pota- 
toes, hogs,  and  hominy,  and  they  satisfy  the  laborer  of  the  South 
with  all  he  wants.  He  uses  no  lumber  in  his  cabin  and  has  got 
scarcely  any  furniture  in  it.  Ho  does  not  consume  manufactures, 
and  he  does  not  consume  anything.  Therefore,  it  is  in  a State  hav- 
ing 60  per  cent  colored  x^opulation,  I find  from  customs  return  that 
it  costs  $1.25  to  collect  a dollar. 

Now,  it  may  be  true  that  the  argument  would  not  hold  good  as  in 
relation  to  the  several  States,  because  there  are  various  ports  of  entry 
in  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  in  which  goods  might  be  landed  which  % 

might  go  into  the  State  of  North  Carolina  or  elsewhere  for  consump- 
tion. But  the  State  of  South  Carolina  has  ports  and  harbors  and  a 
large  export  trade,  and  there  is  no  reason  why  it  should  not  have 
imports.  There  is  no  reason  why  they  should  not  import  if  they 
could  consume.  If  their  population  was  white  I suppose  they 
would  consume  and  they  would  import.  Extending  the  argument 
to  its  geographical  limits,  to  tha  Eastern,  to  the  Middle,  and  the 
Southern  States,  and  you  can  get  an  approximately  correct  esti- 
mate as  to  who  it  is  that  pays  the  taxes  on  the  theory  of  the  con- 
sumer paying  them. 

Now,  a good  many  goods  might  be  entered  at  the  port  of  New 
York  as  the  port  of  entry  and  the  goods  go  through  to  Chicago  as 
the  port  of  delivery.  They  are  delivered  there  for  consumption  in 
Chicago,  and  the  radius  within  which  those  goods  will  be  consumed 
is  comparatively  limited.  St.  Louis,  in  the  customs  district  of  New 
Orleans,  receives  its  goods  in  bond  from  New  Orleans  custom-house 
as  the  port  of  entry  for  St.  Louis,  and  they  are  sent  to  St.  Louis  as 
the  port  of  delivery  and  arc  consumed  within  a short  radius,  com- 
paratively,  of  St.  Louis. 

Therefore,  I say  that  if  we  take  the  geographical  divisions  of  the 
country,  we  may  ascertain  with  great  accuracy  who  it  is  that  pays 
the  tax,  and  1 have  been  to  the  trouble  of  ascertaining  it  from  the 

records  of  the  Government. 
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Mr.  COOPER  of  Indiana.  Before  the  gentleman  leaves  the  branch 
of  the  discussion  with  which  ho  has  been  dealing  I would  like  to 
ask  him  a question.  I came  into  the  hall  just  as  he  was  making  the 
statement  that  the  price  of  the  cotton  exported  from  the  South  is 
not  aifected  by  the  tariff  laws.  Did  I understand  the  gentleman  to 

make  that  statement  ? 

Mr.  SPERRY.  I think  perhaps  you  did. 

Mr.  COOPER  of  Indiana.  Is  there  no  qualification  to  that  state- 
ment? 

Mr.  SPERRY.  None  whatever.  Would  you  like  to  qualify  it? 

Mr.  COOPER  of  Indiana.  I happened  to  he  present  in  the  Ways 
% 

and  Means  Committee  room  when  a number  of  gentlemen  from  Bir- 
mingham, Ala.,  were  having  a hearing,  and  they  insisted  that  the 
tariff  should  he  maintained  on  coal,  because  if  it  were  taken  off  the 
English  vessels  would  carry  coal  for  ballast  when  they  come  to  our 
Southern  ports  for  cargoes  of  cotton,  and  would  thus  he  enabled  to 
bring  in  coal  cheaper  than  it  could  be  mined  in  the  neighborhood  of 
Birmingham;  but  that,  with  the  tariff’  on  coal,  they  were  not  able  to 
bring  it  in,  and  therefore  carried  sand  for  ballast.  Thus  it  would 
appear  that  the  vessels  carrying  cotton  from  our  porta  charge  the 
cotton-raiser  the  price  of  carrying  sand  on  the  voyage  this  way  as 
weU  as  the  price  of  carrying  cotton  back ; making  a double  tax 
upon  the  cotton-raiser  for  the  delivery  of  his  cotton  at  London  or 
Liverpool.  Now,  if  we  had  free  coal,  would  not  that  relieve  the 
cotton-raiser  of  a part  of  the  charge  for  transportation,  an,d  thus 
leave  him  a further  margin  of  profit  on  his  cotton? 

Mr.  SPERRY.  Not  the  slightest.  There  is  no  way  known  to 
trade  or  to  man  by  which  an  English  vessel  bringing  a load  of  sand 
from  Europe  can  charge  that  service  to  the  cotton-raiser  of  the 
South.  It  is  generally  known— I supposed  it  was  known  to  every- 
body—that  goods  come  in  ballast  into  New  York  and  other  porta 
for  nothing  and  the  vessel-owners  are  glad  to  get  them.  For 
instance,  pig  iron  is  often  brought  in  ballast  into  New  York  with- 
out any  freight  charge  whatever,  because  it  is  easy  to  handle  and 
makes  an  excellent  ballast;  and  the  gentleman’s  suggestion  is  too 
far-fetched  for  a moment’s  consideration.  He  ought  to  know  that 
the  telegraphic  communication  between  Liverpool  and  New  York 
notices  the  price  of  cotton  almost  every  hour,  I might  say  every 
minute,  in  the  day,  and  that  between  New  York  and  the  Southern 
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States  there  is  a like  telegraphic  comnuinication^  and  that  the  qno- 
tations  change  from  day  to  day  and  almost  from  hour  to  hour. 
Now,  does  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  imagine  that  those  tele- 
graphic communications  and  market  quotations  from  Liverpool 
which  fix  the  price  of  cotton,  take  into  account  the  ship-loads  of 
sand  that  may  be  brought  by  vessels  carrying  cotton!  [Laughter 
and  applause.] 

Mr.  COOPER  of  Indiana.  Does  the  gentleman  desire  an  answer? 

Mr.  SPERRY.  If  it  does  not  consume  too  much  of  my  time. 

Mr.  COOPER  of  Indiana.  I do  not  desire  to  occupy  the  time  of 
the  gentleman,  but  he  is  in  error.  The  price  of  cotton  in  Liverpool 
remains  precisely  as  it  is  fixed  by  the  dealings  at  the  time,  but  when 
the  men  who  control  these  merchant  vessels  go  out  into  the  world 
to  seek  for  cotton  they  will  go  where  they  can  get  it  to  carry  at  the 
most  profit  to  them,  and  if  we  close  our  ports  to  the  incoming  of  the 
products  which  they  can  bring  us  from  abroad  they  will  go  to  India 
to  get  their  cotton,  and  the  cotton-raiser  of  the  South  will  have  to 
find  some  other  way  to  ship  his  cotton  to  Europe.  [Applause.] 

Mr.  SPERRY.  My  friend  from  Indiana  is  a great  discoverer  since 
he  has  discovered  and  tries  to  impress  upon  this  House  the  idea  that 
a vessel  starting  from  Liverpool  for  a cargo  of  cotton  will  go  to 
India  unless  she  can  get  paid  for  carrying  a shipload  of  sand  to 
South  Carolina.  [Laughter  and  applause.]  That  is  an  entirely 
new  element  in  cotton  quotations  and  market  prices;  I never  heard 
of  it  before.  [Laughter  and  applause.]  It  is  an  element  that  has 
never  been  considered  on  the  exchanges  of  the  world.  Freights  are 
quoted  like  any  other  commodity,  and  they  vary  from  day  to  day; 
I mean  ocean  freights  for  cotton,  which  is  carried  largely  by 
^Hramp”  steamers. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I was  speaking  of  afecertaining  who  it  is  that 
pave  the  tax  upon  the  theory  of  consumption,  and  after  I have  told 
you  that,  I will  tell  you  also  who  it  is  that  gets  the  benefit  of  the 
tariff  taxes.  I want  to  refute  the  idea,  so  often  brought  forward 
here  by  gentlemen  from  the  South  and  the  West,  that  they  are  pay- 
ing tribute  to  the  East.  They  are  not. 

[Here  the  hammer  fell.] 

Mr.  COOPER  of  Indiana.  I ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  time 
of  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  be  extended,  as  I occupied  so 
much  of  his  time  by  interrupting  him. 
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The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Bailey).  The  gentelman  from  Indiana 
[Mr,  Cooper]  asks  unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  [Mr.  Sperry]  bo  permitted  to  proceed.  The  Chair 
suggests  that  it  would  disarrange  the  programme  of  the  evening 
should  he  be  permitted  to  go  on  indefinitely. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  I would  like  to  have  five  minutes,  perhaps  not 

more  than  three. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Indiana,  as  the  Chair 
understands,  asks  that  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  be  permitted 
to  proceed  for  five  minutes.  Is  there  objection!  The  Chair  hears 

none. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  Mr.  Chairman,  now  let  us  ascertain  who  it  is  that 
pays  the  tax  on  consumption— the  customs  tax,  and  who  it  is  that 
gets  the  benefit  of  it,  from  a geographical  standpoint  or  an  agricul- 
tural standpoint,  or  an  industrial  standpoint— any  standpoint  you 
choose  to  take.  I take  the  two  great  items  with  which  the  Treas- 
ury has  to  deal ; one  is  the  item  of  customs  dues— about  $200,000,000 
a year— $203,000,000  last  year;  the  other  item  is  pensions,  amount- 
ing last  year  I think  to  $156,000,000.  Those  are  the  two  large  items. 
I have  heard  it  suggested  upon  the  floor  of  this  House  that  pensions 
are  so  large  it  would  he  a good  idea  to  inaugurate  an  income  tax  and 
let  those  who  favor  pensions  have  the  income  tax  as  high  as  they 
want  for  the  purpose  of  paying  pensions,  so  that  this  expenditure 
may  not  come  out  of  any  one  else. 

In  the  year  1893  the  Eastern  States  paid  into  the  Treasury  as  net 
customs,  over  and  above  the  cost  of  collection,  upwards  of  $17,000,000 
of  tariff  taxes;  aud  they  drew  out  of  the  Federal  Treasury  in  pen- 
sions $15,000,000.  The  Middle  States  paid  in  customs  tariff  taxes 
the  consumer  pays  the  tax’')  $153,000,000;  and  they  drew  out  in 
pensions  $36,000,000.  The  Southern  States,  which  are  so  distinctively 
free  trade,  because  the  tariff  bears  upon  them  so  heavily  that  they 
can  not  stand  it— and  I am  sorry  they  are  so  poor;  for  if  they  can 
not  consume  they  can  not  he  expected  to  pay  tariff  taxes — it  is  only 
the  consumers  who  pay  these  taxes — the  Southern  States  paid  into 
the  custom-houses  net  $3,600,000 — a large  sum.  There  are  your  sea- 
ports clear  around  the  coast,  including  the  Gult,  with  excellent  har- 
bors and  an  excellent  export  trade — chieflv  in  your  principal  prod- 
uct, cotton. 

The  Southern  States  paid  last  year  into  the  Federal  Treasury 
102? 


j 


>• 


16 

$3,600,000  net,  and  they  drew  out  in  pensions  $17,000,000.  Does  the 
tariff  weigh  heavily  iipon  my  friend  from  South  (larolma  [address- 
ing Mr.  Talbert],  and  docs  it  weigh  heavily  upon  Ins  State?  I 
wUl  give  the  figures  for  South  Carolina.  That  State,  with  60  per 
cent  colored,  nonconsuming  population,  paid  into  the  Treasury  m 
customs  $18,000,  and  drew  out  of  the  Treasury  all  of  it  and  $376  be- 
sides. Why  should  the  State  of  South  Carolina  want  free  trade 

under  those  circumstances? 

Mr.  TALBERT  of  South  Carolina.  MTiere  do  you  got  your  figures  ? 
Mr.  SPERRY.  From  the  report  of  the  Register  of  the  Treasury. 
They  are  available  to  the  gentleman  if  he  will  imiuire  for  them. 

Mr.  RICHARDSON  of  Tennessee.  Will  the  gentleman  allow  me 

a question? 

Mr.  SPEKRY.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  RICHARDSON  of  Tennessee.  Does  the  gentleman  mean  to 
say  that  he  is  taking  all  the  tariff  taxes  paid  by  the  people  of  the 
South  upon  what  they  consume,  or  simply  what  is  returned  upon 

articles  imported  through  Southern  ports? 

Mr.  SPERRY.  I stated  that  under  the  system  of  bonded  ware- 
houses and  bonded  transportation  to  inland  ports  of  delivery  you 
get,  when  you  take  geographical  divisions  in  this  way,  almost  an 
exact  return  of  the  actual  consumption  in  the  particular  vicinity. 

Mr.  RICHARDSON  of  Tennessee.  Does  the  gentleman  undertake 
to  say  that  the  South  does  not  get  a large  majority  of  its  imported 
goods  through  Northern  ports— New  York,  for  instance? 

Mr  SPERRY.  They  may  get  something  in  that  way,  but  there 
are  the  bonded  warehouses  all  through  the  South,  and  any  con- 
siderable amount  of  goods  coming  in  goes  into  the  bonded  ware- 
houses and  the  merchant  pays  his  customs  duties  at  the  warehouse 
nearest  to  his  place  of  business. 

Mr.  RICHARDSON  of  Tennessee.  I think  the  gentleman  is  alto- 
gether mistaken  in  supposing  that  our  merchants  in  Tennessee  get 
any  imported  goods  through  Southern  ports;  they  buy  all  their  im- 
ported goods  from  Northern  cities— New  York,  for  instance,  and 
Philadelphia.  There  is  sc.arcely  a merchant  in  Tennessee  who  gets 
through  a Southern  port  any  imported  goods;  very  few  of  them  im- 
port any  goods  on  their  own  account. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  The  State  of  Tennessee  has  bonded  warehouses, 

inland  ports  of  delivery  of  its  own,  and  it  paid  into  the  Treasury 
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of  the  Government  last  year  $83,000,  which  was  about  four  times  as 

much  as  the  State  of  South  Carolina  paid.  The  colored  population 

in  Tennessee  is  not  as  great  as  in  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  RICHARDSON  of  Tennessee.  I only  wanted  to  get  at  the  facta  | 

of  the  case.  The  goods  received  in  our  State  at  the  bonded  ware-  f, 

houses  or  the  ports  of  delivery  which  the  gentleman  speaks  of,  in-  f' 

» *1 

elude  only  goods  imported  by  Tennessee  merchants  through  those  I, 

warehouses  or  ports  of  delivery.  But  the  large  wholesale  and  retail  ( 

trade  which  comprises  purchases  made  in  New  York  City,  Philadel- 
phia, and  elsewhere,  would  not  be  included  in  those  returns. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  The  gentleman  can  explain  the  figures  as  he  likes. 

Mr.  RICHARDSON  of  Tennessee.  They  explain  themselves. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  You  may  speculate  on  them  as  much  as  you  please ; ; 

you  can  not  alter  the  facts. 

Mr.  TALBERT  of  South  Carolina.  I would  like  to  say 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  yield? 

Mr.  SPERRY.  Yes,  sir.  | 

Mr.  TALBERT  of  South  Carolina.  It  is  a common  saying  that  ' 

figures  do  not  lie;'^  hut,  Mr.  Chairman,  they  are  very  deceptive. 

While  figures  do  not  lie,  liars  do  sometimes  figure  considerably.  ' 

And  I want  to  say  that  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  knows  and 
everybody  knows  that  the  colored  man  or  the  white  man  in  South 

Carolina,  when  he  goes  to  one  of  those  stores  of  which  the  gentle-  | 

man  has  been  speaking,  and  buys  a dollars  worth  of  goods,  pays 

50  or  75  cents  of  that  dollar  to  the  protected  manufacturer — the 

“robber  baron, and  in  that  way  this  tarifi;'  bears  heavily  on  the 

poor  people — colored  as  well  as  white,  and  nobody  knows  it  better 

than  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut.  This  protection  system  is 

nothing  but  a snare,  a fraud,  and  a delusion,  and  the  gentleman 

knows  it.  It  reminds  me  of  an  anecdote  I want  to  tell  you  of.  fl 

Mr.  SPERRY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I think  I must  decline  to  yield  || 

further.  J 

Mr.  TALBERT  of  South  Carolina  (continuing).  An  anecdote  j 

that  happened  down  in  a rich  valley  in  Mississippi  some  time  ago.  t 

There  was  a darky  frolic  down  there  one  hot  summer  night,  and  * 

from  time  to  time  as  the  frolic  progressed  negroes  would  go  out  into 
the  yard  and  dip  water  from  a well  with  a long-handled  gourd; 
because,  you  know,  down  in  that  country  sometimes  the  water  ; 

I 

comes  pretty  near  to  the  surface.  j 
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Mr.  SPERRY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I must  refuse  to  yield  to  the  gen- 
tleman for  a speech. 

Mr.  TALBERT  of  South  Carolina  (continuing).  There  '^as  a 
little  curb  around  the  top  of  the  ■well,  a sort  of  a protection;  but  It 
was  removed  by  some  of  the  mischievous  younger  ones  to  ha'Ve  a 
little  fun,  and  stood  at  the  comer  of  the  house  to  watch,  and  in  a 
few  minutes  one  of  these  big  burly  dancers  came  out  to  get  a drink, 
and  the  first  thing  he  knew  (who  had  gone  Out  there  to  get  a drink 
of  water),  making  for  the  curbing,  not  noticing  that  it  had  been 
removed,  stepped  in,  and  when  they  managed  to  drag  him  out,  with 
his  mouth  filled  with  water,  he  wauted  to  ku(»w  “ who  done  bin 
dar  and  moved  that  well.^^  [Laughter.]  And  so  it  is  about  your 
high  protective  tariff.  You  moved  it  from  them,  but  they  are  no 
more  protected  than  the  man  that  fell  into  the  well.  Your  figures 
are  deceptive,  and  I don’t  believe  that  they  are  true.  You  pretend 
to  believe  in  reform,  but  you  are  a wolf  in  sheep’s  clothing  and  you 
donT  mean  a word  that  you  say.  [Laughter.] 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Bailey).  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  has  expired. 

Mr.  TALBERT  of  South  Carolina.  I h«ve  stood  here  just  as  long 
as  I propose  to  stand  here  and  hear  my  people  abused.  I am  a 
Southern  man,  and  I stand  here  ready  to  re2>el  any  insinuation  or 
any  injustice  heaped  upon  the  glorious  little  State  of  South  Caro- 
lina. [Applause  and  laughter.]  I am  proud  of  the  name  of  that 
State. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  will  be 
in  order.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  has  expired. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  RAINES.  I ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  be  permitted  to  proceed  for  five  minutes  longer. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I have  no  desire  to  continue  for 
any  considerable  length  of  time,  but  I will  say  to  my  friend  from 
South  Carolina  that  no  olfense  whatever  was  intended. 

Mr.  TALBERT  of  South  Carolina.  That  is  all  right. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  The  gentleman  is  not  to  blame  for  the  fact  that 
he  was  horn  in  South  Carolina,  and  that  60  per  cent  of  his  neigh- 
bors are  colored  people  and  nonconsumers.  That  is  a fact  that  even 
he  will  not  deny. 
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Mr.  TALBERT  of  South  Carolina,  If  you  had  to  feed  them  you 
would  think  that  they  were  consumers.  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  SPERRY.  They  are  not  consumers  from  a revenue  stand- 
point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  must  not  be 
interrupted  without  his  consent, 

Mr.  TALBERT,  of  South  Carolina.  I will  ask  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  not  to  interrupt  me  if  he  does  not  want  me  to  inter- 
rupt him. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  yield? 

Mr.  TALBERT  of  South  Carolina.  AYhenever  he  does  I will  in- 
terrupt him  either  one  way  or  the  other. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  hopes  there  will  be  order  on  the 
floor. 

Mr.  SPERRY,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  figures  I have  quoted  are 
oflScial,  and  if  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  has  any  doubt  of 
their  accuracy  I will  jiroduce  them  for  his  instruction,  if  he  admits 
that  he  needs  any,  or  if  he  has  not  passed  beyond  hope  of  instruc- 
tion. I can  produce  official  records,  and  they  are  as  I have  read 
them  precisely.  The  gentleman  can  explain  them  in  any  way  he 
sees  fit,  I doffit  care  how.  But  to  my  mind  it  only  affirms  what  I 
have  always  believed  that  a State  like  South  Carolina,  for  instance, 
which  the  gentleman  so  gallantly  defends,  consisting  largely  of  a 
poor  population — it  only  confirms  a casual  observation  that  they 
are  not  consumers  from  a customs  standpoint. 

They  may  spend  a dollar,  possibly,  in  the  country  stores,  as  the 
gentleman  suggests,  hut  they  do  not  buy  anything  that  the  tariff 
has  any  effect  upon,  I reckon.  I never  saw  anything  in  a country 
store  that  was  aflected  by  the  tariff,  as  I remember. 

Mr.  TALBERT  of  South  Carolina.  I do  not  reckon  you  have  seen 
many  country  stores. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  I am  referring  to  articles  of  consumption  which 
go  to  increase  the  customs  revenue  of  the  Government.  That  is 
the  point  I was  making.  If  the  people  in  the  Middle  and  Eastern 
States  are  wealthy,  if  those  are  the  ones  you  are  expecting  to 
catch  with  an  income  tax,  you  catch  them  because  they  are  rich; 
and  if  they  are  rich  they  are  able  to  consume,  and  they  do  consume, 
and  if  they  consume  they  pay  the  tax. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  has  expired. 
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Mr.  SPERRY.  I would  like  to  read  a few  more  figures,  and  that 
will  be  all,  uulessthe  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Talbert] 
interrupts  me  again. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection  the  gentleman  will  be 
allowed  to  continue. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  The  total  customs  receipts  from  the  Western 
States  amounted  to  $14,000,000  last  year,  and  the  pension  payments 
to  the  Western  States  were  $83,000,000.  There  is  a long  list  here 
which  I will  print  in  the  Record.  Any  particular  State  you  want 
I will  give  to  you. 

A Member.  Illinois. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  Illinois  pays  $8,000,000  in  customs.  Illinois  is  a 
rich  State.  It  receives  $11,000,000  in  pensions.  The  Pacific  States 
pay  in  customs  nearly  $8,000,000  and  they  receive  in  pensions  about 
$3,500,000. 

Mr.  HUNTER.  I would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  a question 
before  he  takes  his  seat. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Hunter]  ? 

Mr.  SPERRY.  With  the  permission  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  HUNTER.  You  state  that  the  report  which  you  hold  in  your 
hand  shows  that  the  State  of  Illinois  pays  a certain  amount  in  cus- 
toms duties.  I believe  you  said  $8,000,000.  As  I understand  you, 
you  limit  the  consumption  to  the  State  of  Illinois? 

Mr.  SPERRY.  I beg  the  gentleman's  pardon.  The  gentleman 
did  not  understand  me. 

Mr.  HUNTER.  I would  like  to  have  the  gentleman  state  it  again, 

Mr.  SPERRY.  I have  already  stated  that  probably  if  you  should 
take  a single  State,  the  argument  might  not  hold  absolutely  true, 
and  might  not  be  entirely  correct,  but  if  you  take  a division  of 
country  like  the  Western  States  and  the  Middle  States  and  the 
Southern  States,  it  becomes  almost  absolutely  coiTect  in  my  judg- 
ment. For  instance,  the  city  of  Chicago  has  a circle  of  trade,  and 
the  goods  which  the  Chicago  merchant  imports,  ordinarily  I mis- 
trust through  the  New  York  custom-house,  he  pays  his  dues  upon 
in  Chicago.  The  Chicago  merchants  have  a circle  of  trade,  and 
within  that  radius  these  goods  are  consumed.  Tliey  may  go  up  into 
Wisconsin,  they  may  go  into  Michigan,  they  may  go  down  in  the 

direction  of  St.  Louis,  or  beyond  St,  Louis.  They  may  go  into  half 
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a dozen  States,  Ohio  and  Indiana  among  them,  hut  within  those 
limits— and  they  are  limits— it  becomes,  in  my  judgment,  very  accu- 
rate as  showing  the  sections  of  country  that  pay  the  tax ; and  under 
the  pension  schedule  this  table  is  absolutely  accurate  as  to  the 
States  that  get  the  pensions. 

Mr.  EICIIARDSON  of  Tennessee.  Does  the  gentleman  insist  that 
New  York  State  consumes  and  pays  the  taxes  on  all  the  imported 
goods  brought  into  New  \ ork  City  ? 

Mr.  SPERRY.  I have  not  said  any  such  thing. 

Mr.  RICHARDSON  of  Tennessee.  That  is  the  burden  of  your 

argument. 

Mr.  SPERRY.  I have  not  said  any  such  thing,  and  I will  suggest 
to  the  gentleman  now  that  in  my  own  city  of  Hartford,  Conn., 
within  125  miles  of  New  York,  goods  come  to  our  merchants  in 
Hartford  through  the  New  York  custom-house  as  the  port  of  entry, 
and  the  duties  on  those  goods  are  paid  in  the  city  of  Hartford  as 
the  inland  port  of  delivery. 


EXTENDED  REMARKS. 


The  pending  biU  is  a departure  from  all  previous  tariff  legislation 
in  one  respect.  In  the  face  of  a large  deficit  in  the  Treasury  and 
increased  expenditures,  which  may  continue  for  a considerable 
number  of  years,  it  reduces  the  rate  of  taxes  in  a way  to  reduce  the 
amount  to  he  reasonably  expected  to  be  received  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  bill,  as  compared  with  existing  law,  by  upwards  of 
$75,000,000.  It  is  a fact  worthy  of  notice  that  heretofore,  whenever 
the  Government  has  needed  additional  resources,  it  has  increased 
tariff  rates,  and  whenever  a surplus  has  accrued  tariff  rates  have 
been  reduced. 

The  first  exception  to  this  general  rule  in  a hundred  years  of 
tariff  legislation  is  illustrated  by  the  legislation  of  the  Fifty-first 
Congress  in  the  passage  of  the  McKinley  bill,  so  called.  That  bill 
attempted  to  reduce  the  aggregate  customs  receipts,  and  did  in  fact 
reduce  them,  and  in  that  particular  it  was  in  keeping  with  all  pre- 
vious bills  of  the  Government.  The  manner  of  reducing  the  receipts 
was  by  increasing  the  free  list,  chiefly  by  transferring  sugar  from 
the  dutiable  to  the  free  list,  thereby  effecting  a reduction  of  about  i 

$55,000,000;  and  second  by  increasing  tariff'  dues  on  imported  man- 
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nfactures,  with  a 'vnew  of  either  prohibiting  or  at  least  restricting  I 

imports,  and  in  that  way  to  reduce  the  customs  receipts.  | 

Upon  that  point  I quote  from  the  report  of  the  majority  of  the  ^ 

^Yay8  and  Means  Committee,  when  the  McKinley  bill  was  submit-  j 

ted  to  the  House : ' 


The  exact  effect  upon  the  revenues  of  the  Government  of  the  proposed  hill  is 
difficult  of  ascertainment.  That  there  will  he  a substcauUal  reduction,  as  we 
shall  show,  admits  of  no  doubt.  It  is  not  believed  that  the  increase  of  duties  upon 
wools  and  woolen  goods,  and  upon  glassware,  will  have  the  effect  of  increasing 
the  revenue.  That  would,  ef  course,  follow  if  the  importations  of  the  last  fiscal 
year  were  hereafter  to  be  maintained,  which,  however,  is  altogether  improbable. 
The  result  will  be  that  importations  will  be  decreased,  and  therefore  the  amount 
of  revenue  collected  from  these  sources  will  be  diminished. 

In  every  case  of  increased  duty  except  that  imposed  upon  tin  plate  (which  does 
not  go  into  effect  until  July  1,  1S91)  and  upon  linen  fabrics  the  effect  will  be  to 
reduce  rather  than  enlarge  the  revenues,  because  importations  will  fall  off.  It 
was  the  aim  of  the  committee  to  fix  the  duties  upon  that  cl  iss  of  manufactured 
goods  and  farm  products  which  can  he  supplied  at  home  so  as  to  discourage  the 
use  of  like  foreign  goods  and  products,  and  secure  to  our  own  people  and  our  own 
producers  the  home  market,  believing  that  competition  among  ourselves  will 
secure  reasonable  prices  to  consumers  in  the  future  as  it  h:is  invariably  done  in 
the  past. 

We  seek  by  the  increased  duties  recommended  not  only  to  maintain  hut  to 
enlarge  our  own  manufacturing  plants  and  check  those  supplies  from  abroad 
which  can  be  profitably  produced  at  home.  The  general  ]>olicy  of  the  bill  is  to 
foster  and  promote  American  production  and  diversification  of  American  industry. 

The  effect  of  the  increase  of  tariff  rates  was  not  such  as  the  com- 
mittee had  expected.  Upon  the  other  hand,  all  previous  experiences 
of  the  Government  was  still  further  exemplihed  in  the  fact  that  an 
increase  of  rates  produced  an  increase  of  customs  receii)ts,  and  in 
that  respect  the  exj^ectations  of  theAVays  and  Means  Committee  of 
the  Fifty-first  Congress  have  not  been  realized.  This  is  shown  by 
customs  receipts  for  the  last  fiscal  year,  which  liave  amounted  to 
$203,355,016.73.  If  we  add  to  that  sum  the  amount  which  could 
reasonably  have  been  expected  upon  goods  transferred  to  the  free 
list  under  the  McKinley  bill,  say  $60,000,000,  we  should  have  for 
customs  recei"ts  for  the  past  year  upwards  of  $263,000,000,  which 
is  more  thau  $30,000,000  more  than  was  ever  received  from  customs 
in  the  history  of  the  Government.  That  is  to  say,  the  highest  tariff 
rate  has  produced  the  largest  tariff  revenues. 

The  tariff  of  1857  was  a general  reduction  of  rates  and  an  increase 
in  the  free  list,  by  reason  of  a surplus  in  the  Treasury,  and  it 
resulted  in  a decrease  in  customs  receipts.  When  the  war  broke 
out  we  needed  more  funds  and  tariff  rates  were  increased  in  1861; 

increased  again  in  1862;  increased  again  in  1863,  and  again  in  1864, 
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and  all  of  these  increases  were  followed  by  an  increase  in  customs 
receipts  frpip  $39,OlX),QOO  in  round  numbers  for  the  year  1861,  to 
$179,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  1866.  It  is  claimed  by  some 
members  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  friends  of  t]iis 
hill  on  the  floor  of  the  House  that  the  decrease  of  the  customs  rates 
ivill  resiilt  in  an  increase  of  ciistoms  receipts  by  reason  of  increased 
imports.  There  is  nothing  in  tariff  legislation  to  justify  such 
expectations.  The  estimated  decreased  customs  receipts  of  nearly 
$76,000,000  is  one  that  is  likely  to  prove  permanent,  and  can  only 
be  made  good  either  by  increased  taxation  in  some  other  direction, 
or  more  probably  by  a continued  increase  in  the  public  debt  as 
long  as  this  measure  should  continue  in  operation. 

The  suggested  income  tax  to  make  good  the  deficit  is  very  much 
of  au  experiment,  and  aside  from  this  it  is  not  claimed  by  the  com- 
mittee even  that  it  will  result  in  supplying  needed  revenues.  The 
distinctively  free-trade  sentiment  which  is  prevalent  in  certain  sec- 
tions of  the  South  and  West  has  never  been,  and  could  not  be, 
supported  by  the  Democratic  party  of  the  industrial  States.  The 
imposition  of  import  duties  merely  for  the  sake  of  protection  and 
with  a view  of  shutting  out  all  foreign  competition,  does  not  meet 
the  approval  of  the  Democratic  party  in  the  North,  nor  is  the  Demo- 
cratic party  in  the  North  in  sympathy  with  the  free-trade  tendency 
of  the  party  so  distinctively  manifest  on  the  floor  of  this  House. 
The  correct  position  is  that  the  tariff  should  he  levied  with  a view 
to  Treasury  requiremeuts,  and  that  no  more  should  be  levied  than 
is  necessary;  but  that  whatever  is  necessary  should  be  equitably 
distributed,  so  as  to  afford  as  much  incidental  protection  as  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  will  permit.  Upon  that  point  I quote  in 
the  appendix  the  tariff  planks  in  the  first  two  Cleveland  conven- 
tions, and  also  the  tariff  declaration  upon  which  the  present  admin- 
istration was  elected. 

I qupte  in  this  connection  from  the  platform  of  the  late  Chicago 
convention,  which  declares  for  a tariff  for  revenue  only.  Whether 
this  means  protection  or  not,  it  means  at  least  that  whatever  tariff 
hill  this  House  passes  should  he  one  which  will  produce  a revenue 
adequate  to  the  Treasury  requirements,  or  at  least  raise  as  much  as 
is  now  received  under  existing  law.  The  following  is  the  tariff 
plank  in  the  last  Chicago  platform: 

We  denounce  Eepublican  protection  as  a fraud — a robbery  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  American  people  for  the  benefit  of  the  few.  We  declare  it  to  be  a funda* 


! 


mental  principle  of  the  Democratic  party  that  the  Federal  Government  had  no 
constitutional  power  to  impose  and  collect  tariff  duties,  except  for  the  purposes  of 
revenue  only;  and  we  demand  that  the  collection  of  such  taxes  shall  he  limited 
to  the  necessities  of  the  Government  when  honestly  and  economically  adminis  • 
tered. 

The  Democratic  party  of  my  State  never  indorsed  the  above  pro- 
vision of  the  Chicago  platform,  lest  it  might  ho  open  to  a free-trade 
construction.  This  position  of  the  Democratic  party  of  Connecti- 
cut was  not  due  so  much  to  the  provisions  of  the  platform  itself  as 
to  the  fact  that  it  was  offered  as  an  amendment  to  a provision  by 
the  committee  on  resolutions  which  was  in  keeping  with  the  decla- 
ration of  the  two  previous  Cleveland  conventions.  Upon  that  point 
I quote  in  the  appendix  two  editorials  from  the  Hartford  Daily 
Times,  whoso  editor,  Hon.  A.  E,  Burr,  has  probably  attended  more 
Democratic  national  conventions  than  any  man  now  living  in  Con- 
necticut at  least;  and  has  most  always  served  on  the  committee  on 
resolutions.  Nor  is  there  anything  in  the  Chicago  platform  to  justify 
the  creation  of  a deficit  in  the  customs  legislation  and  the  substitu- 
tion of  an  income  tax  to  make  good  the  deficit.  This  is  a distinct 
departure  from  anything  that  is  known  as  Democracy  in  my  section 
of  the  country. 

Another  point  also  worth  mentioning  is  that  the  committee,  in 
the  preparation  oi  the  pending  bill,  have  made  a studied  effort  to 
substitute  so  far  as  possible  ad  valorem  duties  for  specific  duties. 
The  great  objection  to  specific  duties  is  that  on  cheap  goods  the 
duties  are  much  higher  than  on  expensive  goods  of  the  same  class 
when  both  are  reduced  to  an  ad  valorem  equivalent.  The  objec- 
tions to  the  ad  valorem  system  are  numerous,  and  all  experiences 
of  the  past  are  in  favor  of  specific  duties  where  specific  duties  can 
possibly  be  enforced.  Upon  that  point  I have  quoted  in  the 
appendix  from  Thomas  H.  Benton  and  messages  of  Presidents 
Polk,  Fillmore,  and  Buchanan.  The  evidence,  predicated  upon  the 
experience  of  former  experiments  in  ad  valorem  duties,  indicates 
a decided  preference  for  specific  duties.  The  experience  of  the  past 
gives  us  no  reason  to  hope  that  under  the  decreased  rates  of  the 
pending  bill,  and  the  change  from  specific  to  ad  valorem  duties, 
we  shall  realize  any  material  increase  in  customs  receipts,  so  as  to 
reduce  the  estimated  deficit  of  nearly  $76,000,000,  if  this  hill  should, 
in  fact,  become  a law. 

I have  had  prepared  and  attach  to  these  remarks  in  the  appendix 
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a table  showing  the  annual  receipts  ofthe  Government  from  customs 
and  all  other  sources,  together  with  the  percentage  of  each  from 
1791  to  the  present  time.  It  will  be  seen  by  an  examination  of  that 
table  that  customs  receipts  have  generally  equaled  80  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  total  receipts  of  the  Government  from  the  establish- 
ment of  the  Government  down  to  1863,  when  the  extraordinary 
requirements  growing  out  of  the  war  led  to  the  adoption  of  an 
internal-revenue  system  and  reduced  the  percentage  of  receipts  from 
customs  to  less  than  half  of  the  total  receipts.  It  is  to  he  observed, 
however,  in  that  connection  that  while  the  percentage  of  customs 
receipts  was  reduced  the  total  customs  receipts  were  largely  in- 
creased. The  reduced  percentage  of  customs  receipts  was  due  en- 
tirely to  a very  large  increase  from  internal  revenue. 

It  is  worthy  of  notice  also  in  that  connection  that  soon  after  the 
close  of  the  war  the  internal-revenue  receipts  decreased  and  then 
customs  percentage  again  increased.  Taking  the  customs  receipts 
and  receipts  from  other  sources,  as  estimated  upon  the  Wilson  bill 
and  the  proposed  internal  revenue  bill,  we  should  receive  less  than 
36  per  cent  from  customs  and  more  than  58  per  cent  from  internal 
revenue,  which  is  out  of  all  proportion  to  all  previous  tariff  legisla* 
tion  in  the  history  of  the  country. 

I have  also  had  prepared,  and  attached  to  these  remarks  in  the 
appendix,  a statement  of  imports,  both  free  and  dutiable,  for  a period 
of  five  years,  with  a view  of  showing,  if  possible,  what  effect,  if 
any,  the  McKinley  bill  has  had  on  foreign  trade  in  this  country. 
I attach  to  my  remarks  also  a brief  synopsis  of  the  tariff  acts,  chro- 
nologically arranged,  and  showing  all  increase  and  decrease  of 
rates  and  general  and  limited  revisions.  I have  also  put  in  the 
appendix  a table  compiled  from  official  reports,  showing  the  amount 
of  customs  received  in  the  several  States  in  the  Union,  arranged  by 
geographical  subdivisions,  and  in  that  connection  the  amount  of 
pension  paid  by  the  Federal  Government  in  the  same  States. 

I have  also  put  in  the  appendix  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  upon  the  amounts  received  under  the  provisions  of  the 
income-tax  law  from  1862  to  1873,  inclusive,  arranged  also  by  States 
and  geographical  divisions.  I have  taken  these  tables  from  the 
speech  of  Hon.  Jacob  H.  Gallinger  in  the  Senate,  January  16,  1894, 
Congressional  Record,  p.  887.  These  tables  are  official,  excepting 
the  last  one,  which  is  a compilation  showing  by  States  and  geo- 
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APPENDIX. 

Thp  Democracy  pledges  to  purify  the  Admipistxatioii  from  corruptiop, 
to  restore  economy,  to  revive  respect  for  law,  and  to  reduce  taxation  to  the  low- 
est limit  consistent  with  due  regard  to  the  preservivtion  of  the  faith  of  the.nation 
to  its  creditors  and  pensioners.  Knowing  full  well,  howoyer,  that  legi^laUQU 
affecting  the  operations  of  the  people  should  he  cautious  and  conservative  in 
method,  not  in  advance  of  public  opinion,  but  responsible  to  its  demands,  the 
Democraiic  party  is  pledged  to  revise  the  tariff  in  a spirit  of  fairness  to  all  in- 
terests. But  in  making  reduction  in  tariff^,  it  is  not  proposed  to  injure  any  dem- 
ocratic industi  y,  hut  rather  to  proTiiote  their  healthy  growth . From  the  founda- 
tion of  this  Government  tax  collection  at  the  custom-house  has  been  the  chief 
source  of  Federal  revenue.  Such  they  must  continue  to  he*  Horeover,  many 
industries  have  come  to  rely  upon  legislation  for  successful  continuation,  so  that 
any  change  of  law  must  be  at  every  step  regardful  of  the  labor  and  capital  thus 
involved. 

The  process  of  the  reform  must  be  subject  in  the  oxecutioxi  to  this  plain  dictate 
of  justice— all  taxation  shall  be  limited  to  the  requirementsof  economical  govern- 
ment. The  necessary  reduction  and  taxation  can  and  must  he  effected  without 
depriving  American  labor  of  the  ability  to  compete  successfully  with  foreign 
labor,  and  without  imposing  lower  rates  of  duty  than  will  be  ample  to  cover  any 
increased  cost  of  production  which  may  exist  in  consequence  of  the  high  rate  of 
wages  prevailing  in  this  country.  Sutlicient  revenue  to  pay  all  the  expenses  of 
the  Federal  Government  economically  administered,  including  pensions,  interest, 
and  principal  of  the  public  debt,  can  ho  got  under  our  proseot  system  of  taxation 
from  the  custom-house  taxes  on  fewer  imported  articlps,  bearing  heaviest  on 
articles  of  luxury  and  bearing  lightest  ou  articles  of  necessity.  We,  therefore, 
denounce  the  abuses  of  the  existing  tariff,  and,  subject  to  the  preceding  limita- 
tions, wo  demand  that  Federal  taxation  shall  be  exclusively  for  public  purpose^, 
and  shall  not  exceed  the  needs  of  the  Government  economically  administered. 

The  system  of  direct  taxation  known  as  the  “internal  revenue”  is  a war  tax, 
aad  so  long  as  the  law  continues  the  money  derived  therefrom  should  be  sacreffly 
devoted  to  the  relief  of  the  people  from  the  remaining  burdens  of  the  war,  and  he 
made  a fund  to  defray  the  expense  of  the  care  and  comfort  of  worthy  soldiers  dis- 
abled in  line  of  duty  in  the  wars  of  the  Republic,  and  for  the  payment  of  such 
pensions  as  Congress  may  from  time  to  time  grant  to  such  soldiers,  a likefunff  for 
the  sailors  having  already  been  provided,  and  any  surplus  shall  be  paid  into  the 
Treasury.— Pia^/om  Democratic  Convention^  Chicago,  111,,  July  8-11,1884. 

TARIFF  REFORM. 

Our  established  democratic  industries  and  enterprises  should  not  and  need  not 
bo  endangered  by  the  reduction  and  correction  of  the  burden  of  taxation.  Oft 
the  contrary,  a fair  and  careful  revision  of  our  tax  laws,  with  due  allowance  for 
the  difference  between  the  wages  of  American  and  foreign  labor,  must  promote 
and  encourage  every  branch  of  such  inffustries  and  enterprises  by  giving  them 
assurance  of  an  extended  market  and  steady  and  continuous  operations.  In  the 
interests  of  American  labor,  which  should  in  no  event  bo  neglected,  the  revision 
of  our  tax  laws  contemplated  by  the  Democratic  party  should  promote  the  ad- 
vantage of  such  labor  by  cbeaixening  the  cost  of  necessaries  of  l;fe  in  the  home 
of  every  workman,  and  at  the  same  time  secure  to  him  steady  and  remunerative 
employment.  Upon  this  question  of  tariff  reform,  so  closely  concerning  every 
phase  of  our  national  life,  and  upon  every  question  involved  in  the  problem  of 
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good  government,  the  Democratic  party  submits  its  principles  and  professions  to 
the  intelligent  suffrages  of  the  American  people.— Ptoybrm  Demoeratic  Coni0^n- 
Hon,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  June  7, 1888. 

THE  CHICAGO  CONVENTION. 

The  Chicago  convention  did  well  in  nominating  Grover  Cleveland.  It  was 
well,  too,  that  it  was  done  on  the  first  ballot.  The  convention  gave  him  more 
than  a two-thirds  vote  over  all  others— over  mere  preferences  and  instructions. 
It  was  a recoi’d  of  the  people’s  voice— a nomination  of  the  greatest  and  best  man 
in  obedience  to  the  demand  of  the  people  of  the  entire  Union  In  every  State, 
could  a vote  of  preference  of  Democrats  and  Independents  be  polled,  a majority 
would  be  given  for  Hr.  Cleveland.  An  entirely  mianimous  opinion  could  not  bo 
obtained  for  any  man  or  any  measure.  The  m:yority  decides,  and  good  citizens 
yield  to  the  verdict  of  the  majority,  which  in  the  case  of  Grover  Cleveland  is  very 
large.  It  certainly  approaches  unanimity  among  the  Democratic  voters,  and  it 
at  once  overcame  a two-thirds  rule  in  the  national  convention. 

All  our  citizens,  of  whatever  party,  have  confidence  in  Grover  Cleveland 
They  do  not  question  his  honesty.  They  know  that  he  is  frank  and  fair,  patri- 
otic, and  a friend  of  the  Union  and  the  people.  He  dodges  nothing,  but  says 
what  ho  believes  to  be  right,  and  has  sound  reasons  for  what  he  believes.  As 
Daniel  Webster  would  have  said,  “ He  is  a fit  man  to  be  President.  ” 

On  the  announcement  of  the  result  of  the  nomination,  a vote  was  passed  mak- 
ing it  unanimous.  Governor  Flower  and  Bourke  Cockran  of  the  New  York  dele- 
gation, announced  that  on  the  motion  to  make  the  nomination  unanimous  the 
New  York  delegation  voted  solidly  in  favor  of  the  motion.  There  was  no  dis- 
senting voice.  The  Iowa  delegation,  who  had  voted  for  Governor  Boies,  also 
announced  that  its  delegation  had  voted  unitedly  for  the  motion,  and  were  all 
agreed  to  give  the  final  vote  of  the  State  for  Grover  Cleveland.  These  announce- 
ments were  received  with  the  greatest  enthusiasm. 

The  platform,  as  prepared  by  the  committee  representing  every  State  and  Ter- 
ritory, and  who  gave  every  plank  careful  and  deliberate  consideration,  is  an  excel- 
lent one.  It  truly  represented  the  sentiments  of  the  Democracy  of  the  country. 
Ita  labor  and  industrial  planks  were  well  and  truly  put,  as  follows: 

“Sec.  3.  We  reiterate  the  oft -repeated  doctrines  of  the  Democratic  party  that 
the  necessity  of  the  Government  is  the  only  justification  for  taxation,  and  when- 
ever a tax  is  unnecessary  it  is  unjustifiable:  that  when  custom-house  taxation  is 
levied  upon  articles  of  any  kind  produced  in  this  country,  the  difference  between 
the  cost  of  labor  here  and  labor  abroad,  when  such  a difference  exists,  fully  meas- 
ures any  possible  benefits  to  labor,  and  the  enormous  additional  impositions  of  the 
existing  tariff  falls  with  crushing  force  upon  our  farmers  and  workingmen,  and 
for  the  mere  advantage  of  the  few  whom  it  enriches,  exact  from  labor  a grossly 
unjust  share  of  the  expenses  of  the  Government,  and  we  demand  such  a revision 
of  the  tariff  laws  as  will  remove  their  iniquitous  inequalities,  lighten  their  op- 
pressions, and  put  them  on  a constitutional  and  equitable  basis.  But  in  making 
reduction  in  taxes  it  is  not  proposed  to  injure  any  domestic  industries,  but  rather 
to  promote  their  healthy  growth.  From  the  foundation  of  this  Government  taxes 
collected  at  the  custom-house  have  been  the  chief  source  of  Federal  revenue. 
Such  they  must  continue  to  be.  Moreover,  many  industries  have  come  to  rely 
upon  legislation  for  successful  continuance,  so  that  any  change  of  law  must  he  at 
©very  step  regardful  of  labor  and  capital  thus  involved.  The  process  of  reform 
must  be  subject  in  the  execution  to  this  plain  dictate  of  justice.’* 

This  is  the  true  Democratic  doctrine,  and  no  Democratic  Congress  will  depart 
ft'om  it.  It  is  the  doctrine  enunciated  in  1834  and  1888.  It  covers  completely 
the  old  Jacksonian  doctrine  of  customs  revenues  " with  incidental  protection." 
It  must  and  will  stand  in  the  future  as  in  the  past— ns  represented  in  the  Mills 
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tariff  bill,  and  as  it  will  be  represented  in  any  bill  which  the  Democrats  in  Con- 
gress may  prepare  in  the  future. 

The  advocates  of  the  phrase  **  for  revenue  only  ’*  aro  wedded  to  a sentiment 
rather  than  an  idea  of  practical  legislation.  All  tariff  bills  are  entitled  “reve- 
nue" bills.  The  iIcKinley  bill  is  entitled  “An  act  to  reduce  the  revenue  and 
equalize  duties  on  imports,  and  for  other  purposes.”  The  Constitution  provides 
that — 

“The  Congress  shall  have  power  to  lay  and  collect  taxes,  duties,  imposts,  and 
excises;  to  pay  the  debts  and  provide  for  the  common  defense  and  general  wel- 
fare of  the  United  States;  but  all  duties,  imposts,  and  excises  shall  be  uniform 
throughout  the  United  States." 

It  is  claimed  that  Congress  has  no  authority  to  levy  taxes  except  for  revenue, 
this  revenue  to  be  used  “for  the  common  defense  and  general  welfare  of  the 
United  States.”  It  will  he  noticed  that  Congress  is  not  restricted  in  its  power  to 
lay  duties,  whether  of  impost,  direct  or  excise.  It  may  tax  one  foreign  article  or 
a thousand;  one  domestic  product  or  many.  It  may  put  a tax  of  1 per  cent  on 
one  article  and  50  per  cent  or  more  upon  another.  But  its  taxes  must  be  “uni- 
form throughout  the  United  States."  Here  comes  in  the  old  Democratic  doctrine 
and  the  Democratic  doctrine  of  to-day,  well  represented  in  the  committee’s  plat- 
form of  incidental  protection,  that  is,  there  shall  be  discrimination  in  levying 
duties  on  foreign  products,  little  or  no  tax  on  raw  materials,  but  taxes  enough  to 
fairly  protect  labor  and  industries  on  manufactured  goods. 

Under  the  Buchanan  Administration  something  over  $60,o00.000in  revenue  was 
raised.  Incidentally  it  protected  our  industries.  Now  we  raise  $200,000,000  of 
revenue  from  customs  taxes,  and  this  great  amount  of  money  affords  ample  oppor- 
tunity for  the  protection  of  all  our  interests.  Tlie  greatest  danger  to  them  is  in 
extreme  tariff  laws  which  tax  the  life  of  our  industries— the  articles  used  by 
them  in  the  fabrication  of  their  goods.  The  law  is  made  “for  revenue  " and  con- 
, stitutionally  it  can  be  said  “for  revenue  only."  But  there  may,  after  all,  be  dis- 
crimination in  the  taxes,  and  in  favor  of  labor  and  our  manufacturers. 

After  the  platform  at  Chicago  last  night  had  been  adopted,  after  care  and  delib- 
eration. and  reported,  Mr.  Neal,  of  Ohio,  a furious  sort  of  “reformer,"  offered  this 
resoJution: 

“We  denounce  the  Republican  protection  tariff'  as  afraudupon  thelabor  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  American  people  for  the  benefit  of  the  few.  We  declare  it 
to  be  a fundamental  principle  of  the  Democratic  party  that  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment has  no  constitutional  power  to  impose  and  collect  tariff  dutie*s  except  for 
the  purpose  of  revenue  only,  and  we  demand  that  the  collection  of  such  taxes 
shall  be  limited  to  the  necessities  of  the  Government  when  honestly  and  econom- 
ically administered." 

This  resolution,  we  are  surprised  to  see,  was  adopted— 564  to  342.  It  is  more  an 
expression  of  sentiment  than  a view  of  solid  tariff-making  or  tax-laying.  It 
will  not  amount  to  anything  in  the  actual  legislation  of  ihe  country.  All  the 
tariff  bills  are  made  for  revenue;  they  declare  for  nothing  more;  but  their  dis- 
crimination actually  does  more— it  protects  labor,  the  foundat  ion  of  our  prosperity, 
and  it  will  continue  to  do,  as  declared  by  the  committee’s  platform,  supported  by 
Grover  Cleveland’s  confidential  adviser,  William  F.  Vila.'-,  of  Wisconsin. 

The  Neal  resolution  was  ill-advised,  as  was  its  passage,  in  the  tumult  and  con- 
fusion of  a weary  convention,  at  3 o’clock  in  the  morning,  after  a night  session 
that  had  about  exhausted  the  vitality  and  good  judgment  of  its  members.  It 
goes  for  all  it  is  worth,  and  that,  practically,  is  of  no  accouat. 

The  great  thing,  the  splendid  work  of  the  convention,  is  the  nomination  of 
Grover  Cleveland.  That  was  done  in  such  hearty  enthuriasm  as  no  national 
convention  of  any  party  ever  before  witnessed.  We  believe  he  will  be  the  next 
Fresident.— Hartford  Daily  Tima, 
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THB  coNNEcnerr  platform. 

The  Waterbary  American  (Independent)  in  a brief  article  which  wo  copy  in 

the  Times  to-day,  expresses  the  true  view  in  regard  to  the  Democratic  platform 
of  Connecticut.  Indeed,  the  Democratic  papers  take  a correct  view  of  the  case, 
but  we  speak  of  the  American’s  article  because,  in  a brief  space,  it  so  completely 
enunciates  the  correct  position  of  the  Democratic  party  of  this  State. 

Our  Republican  contemporaries  dwell  upon  the  fact  that  the  Connecticut  plat- 
form does  not  approve  of  all  the  proceedings  of  the  Chicago  convention.  It  does 
not;  but' it  heartily  supports  its  candidates,  and  states  the  true  position  of  the 
Connecticut  Democracy  as  it  has  existed  since  the  days  of  Jefferson,  Madison, 
Jackson,  Polk,  and  Buchanan. 

The  Connecticut  position  is  in  harmony  with  that  of  the  Democracy  of  the 
Union  for  a century.  It  is  older  than  the  Republican  party,  and  all  the  other 
parties  that  have  been  formed  have  struggled  and  died  since  the  Democracy, 
under  Jefferson’s  leadship,  planted  itself  on  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
where  it  has  remained,  where  it  now  stands,  and  where  it  will  continue  to  stand. 
The  inconsiderate  act  in  Chicago,  on  a sudden  midnight  impulse,  when  seventy- 
two  delegates  of  New  York  were  smarting  under  a failure  to  secure  the  nomina- 
tion of  their  favorite,  can  not  and  will  not  overturn  the  fixed  principles  of  the 
Democracy  of  the  Union,  upon  which  Grover  Cleveland  was  nominated  in  1884 
and  again  in  1838,— J5id. 

AD  VALOREM. 

The  introduction  of  the  universal  ad  valorem  system  in  1833  was  opposed  and 
deprecated  by  practical  men  at  the  time  as  one  of  those  refined  subtleties  which, 
aiming  at  an  ideal  perfection,  overlooks  the  experience  of  ages  and  disregards  the 
warningsof  reason.  Specific  duties  had  been  the  rule — ad  valorems  the  exception 
from  the  beginning  of  the  collection  of  custom-house  revenue.  The  specific  duty 
was  a question  in  the  exact  sciences,  depending  upon  a mathematical  solution  by 
weight, count, or  measure;  the  ad  valorem  presented  a question  to  the  fallible 
judgment  of  men.  sure  to  he  different  at  different  places,  and  subject,  in  addition 
to  the  fallibility  of  judgment,  to  the  chances  of  ignorance,  indifference,  negligence, 
and  corruption. 

All  this  was  urged  against  tho  act  at  the  time,  but  in  vain.  It  was  a piece  of 
legislation  arranged  out  of  doors— christened  a compromise,  which  was  to  save  the 
Union,  brought  into  the  House  to  be  passed  without  alteration,  and  was  so  passed 
in  defiance  of  all  judgment  and  reason  by  the  aid  of  the  votes  of  those — always  a 
considerable  percentum  in  every  public  body — to  whom  the  name  of  compromise 
is  an  irresistible  attraction ; amiable  men  who  would  do  no  wrong  of  themselves, 
and  without  whom  the  designing  could  do  but  little  wrong.  Objections  to  this 
pernicious  novelty  (of  universal  ad  valorems)  were  in  vain  urged  then ; experience, 
with  her  enlightened  voice,  now  came  forward  to  plead  against  them. 

The  act  had  been  in  force  seven  years;  it  had  a long  and  a fair  trial;  and  that 
safest  of  all  juries— time  and  experience— now  came  forward  to  deliver  their  ver- 
dict. At  this  session  (1839-’40)  a message  was  sent  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives by  the  President,  covering  reports  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and 
from  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury,  with  opinion.^  from  the  late  Attorneys-Gen- 
eral  of  the  United  States  (Messrs.  Benjamin  F.  Butler  and  Felix  Grundy),  and 
letters  from  the  collector  of  the  customs  in  all  the  principal  Atlantic  ports,  all 
relating  to  the  practical  operation  of  the  ad  valorem  system,  and  showing  it  to  be 
unequal,  uncertain,  unsafe,  diverse  in  its  construction,  injurious  to  the  revenue, 
oj^en  to  unfair  practices,  and  greatly  expensive  from  the  number  of  persons  re- 
quired to  execute  it. 

The  whole  document  may  be  profitably  studied  by  all  who  deprecate  unwise 
and  pernicious  legislation;  but  a selection  of  a few  of  the  cases  of  injurious  oper- 
ation which  it  presents  will  bo  sufficient  to  give  an  idea  of  the  whole.  Thro© 
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classes  of  goods  are  selected — silks,  linens,  and  -worsteds— nil  staple  articles,  and 
so  -well  known  as  to  be  the  least  susceptible  of  diversity  of  judgment,  and  yet  on 
which,  in  the  period  of  four  years,  a fraction  over  $5,000,000  had  been  lost  to  the 
Treasury  from  diversity  of  construction  between  the  Tre;isnry  officers  and  the 
ludiciary,  with  the  further  prospective  loss  of  one  million  and  three-quarters  in 
the  ensuing  three  years  if  the  act  was  not  amended. 

The  document,  at  page  44,  states  the  annual  ascertained  loss  during  four  years* 
operation  of  the  act  on  these  classes  of  goods  to  be:  In  3^35,  $624,356j  in  1830, 
$847,162;  in  1837.  $463,090;  in  1838,  $428,237,  making  in  the  four  years  $2,362,845; 
and  the  Comptroller  computes  the  annual  prospective  losb  during  the  time  the 
act  may  remain  unaltered  at  $800,000.  So  much  for  silks;  now  for  linens.  The 
same  page,  for  the  same  four  years,  represents  the  annual  loss  on  this  article  to 
he:  In  1835,  $370,783;  in  1837,  $303,241;  in  1S30,  $516,988;  in  1838,  $226,375;  making 
the  sum  of  $1,411,389  on  this  article  for  the  four  years;  to  which  is  to  bo  added 
the  estimated  sum  of  $400,000  for  the  future  annual  losses  if  the  act  remains  un- 
altered. 

On  worsted  goods  for  the  same  time,  and  on  page  45,  the  report  exhibits  the 
losses  thus:  In  1835,  $409,329;  in  1837,  $209,391;  in  1836,  $416,832;  in  1838,  $249,590; 
making  a total  of  ascertained  loss  on  this  head  in  the  brief  space  of  four  years 
amount  to  the  sum  of  $1,285,142,  with  a computation  of  a prospective  loss  of 
$500,000  per  annum  while  the  compromise  act  remains  as  it  is. 

Such  were  the  losses  from  diversity  of  construction  alone  on  three  classes  of 
goods  in  the  short  space  of  four  years,  and  these  classes  staple  goods,  composed  of 
a single  material.  When  it  came  to  articles  of  mixed  niaterial,  the  diversity 
became  worse.  Custom-houseofficera  disagreed,  Comptrollers  and  Treasurers  dis- 
agreed, A-ttornoys-General  diasgrood.  Courts  were  referreil  to,  and  their  decision 
overruled  all.  Many  importers  stood  suits,  and  the  courts  and  juries  overruled 
all  the  officers  appointed  to  collect  the  revenue. 

The  Government  could  only  collect  what  they  are  allowed.  Often,  after  paying 
the  duty  assessed,  the  party  h:ts  brought  his  action  and  recovered  a large  part  of 
it  back.  So  that  this  ad  valorem  system,  boside  its  great  expense,  its  chance  for 
diversity  of  opinions  among  the  appraisers,  and  its  openm  as  to  corruption,  also 
gave  rise  to  differences  among  the  highest  administrative  and  law  officers  of  the 
Government,  with  resorts  to  courts  of  law,  in  nearly  all  which  the  United  States 
was  the  loser.— H.  Benton,  Thirty  years  United  States  Senate,  volume 
2,  chapter  52. 

I am  not  only  opposed  to  any  uniform  scale  of  ad  valorem,  hut  to  any  and  all 
ad  valorem  duties  whatever,  except  where  from  the  nature  of  the  article  imported 
it  is  not  possible  to  subject  it  to  a specific  duty.  Our  own  severe  experience  has 
taught  us  a lesson  on  this  subject  which  wo  ought  not  soon  to  forget.  I can  not 
refrain  from  adverting  to  some  of  ray  reasons  for  this  opinion.  Our  ad  valorem 
system  has  produced  great  frauds  upon  the  revenue,  whilst  it  has  driven  the  regu- 
lar American  merchant  from  the  business  of  importing  and  placed  it  almost  ex- 
clusively in  the  hands  of  the  agents  of  British  manufacturers.  The  American  im- 
porter produces  his  invoice  to  the  collector,  containing  the  actual  price  at  which 
theimports  were  purchased  abroad,  and  he  pays  the  fair  and  regular  duty  upon  the 
invoice.  Xot  so  the  British  agent.  The  foreign  manufacturer  in  hia  invoice  re- 
duces the  priceof  the  articles  which  he  intends  to  import  into  onr  country  to  thelow- 
est  possible  standard  which  he  thinks  will  enable  them  to  passthrough  the  oustom- 
hou.se.  without  being  seized  for  fraud.  And  the  business  lias  been  hitherto  man- 
aged with  so  much  ingenuity,  as  generally  to  escape  detection.  The  consequence 
is  that  the  British  agent  passes  the  goods  of  hia  employer  through  the  custom- 
house on  the  i)ayruent  of  a much  lower  duty  than  the  fair  American  merchant  is 
compelled  to  pay.  In  this  manner  he  is  undersold  in  the  market  by  the  foreigner 
and  is  thi;s  driven  from  competition,  while  the  public  revenue  is  fraudulently 
reduced. 
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Again,  ad  valorem  duties  deprive  the  American  manufacturer  of  nearly  all  the 
benefits  of  incidental  protection  where  It  la  most  required.  When  the  business 
of  the  country  is  depressed,  as  it  is  at  present,  and  when  the  jirice  of  ibreigu 
articles  sinks  to  far  less  than  their  cost,  your  duty  sinks  in  the  same  proportion, 
and  you  are  also  deprived  of  revenue  at  the  time  when  it  it  most  ueedud. 

Our  own  experience,  therefore,  ought  to  hare  convinced  us  that  whenever  it  is 
possible,  from  the  nature  of  the  article,  wo  ought  to  substitute  specific  for  ad 
valorem'  duties.  These  continue  to  bo  the  same  upon  the  same  articles,  not- 
withstanding the  constant  fluctuations  in  prices.  They  afford  a steady  revenue 
to  the  country,  an  equally  steady  incidental  protection.  AVhen  commodities  are 
usually  sold  by  weight  or  measure,  you  may  always  subject  them  to  a specific 
duty,  and  this  ought  always  to  bo  done. 

Uet  us,  then,  abandon  the  idea  of  a uniform  horizontal  scale  of  ad  valorem  duties, 
and,  whether  the  duties  be  high  or  low,  let  ns  returri  to  the  ancient  practice  of  the 
Government.  Let  us  adopt  wise  discriminations;  ami,  whenever  this  can  be 
done,  impose  specific  duties.— James  .Bueftanan,  speech  in  United  States  Senate. 
1842. 

The  attention  of  Congress  is  invited  to  the  importance  of  making  suitable  mod- 
ifications and  reductions  of  the  rates  of  duty  imposed  by  our  present  tariff  laws. 
The  object  of  imposing  duties  on  iraport.s  should  be  to  raise  revenue  to  pay  the 
necessary  expenses  of  the  Government.  Congress  may,  undoubtedly,  in  the  ex- 
ercise of  a sound  discretion,  discriminate  in  arranging  the  rates  of  duty  on  dif- 
ferent articles,  but  the  discriminations  should  ho  within  the  revenue  standard 
and  be  made  with  the  view  to  raise  money  for  the  support  of  the  Government — 
PoWsFtrst  Annual  Message,  December  2,  1845. 

All  experience  has  demonstrated  the  wisdom  and  policy  of  raising  a large  por- 
tion  of  revenue  for  the  support  of  Government  from  duties  on  goods  imported. 
The  power  to  lay  these  duties  is  unquestionable,  and  its  chief  object,  of  course, 
is  to  replenish  the  Treasury.  But  if,  in  doing  this,  an  incidental  advantage  may 
be  gained  by  encouraging  the  industry  of  our  own  citizens,  it  is  our  duty  to  avail 
ourselves  of  that  advantage. 

A duty  laid  upon  an  article  which  cannot  be  produced  in  this  country,  such  as 
tea  or  coffee,  adds  to  the  cost  of  the  article,  and  is  chiefly  or  wholly  paid  by  the 
consumer.  But  a dnty  laid  upon  an  article  which  may  be  produced  here  stimu- 
lates the  skill  and  industry  of  our  own  country  to  produce  the  same  article, 
which  is  brought  into  the  market  in  competition  with  the  foreign  article,  and  the 
importer  is  thus  compelled  to  reduce  his  price  to  that  at  which  the  domestic  ar- 
ticle can  be  sold,  thereby  throwing  a part  of  the  duty  upon  the  producer  of  the 
foreign  article.  The  continuance  of  this  process  creates  the  skill  and  invites  the 
capital  which  finally  enables  us  to  produce  the  article  much  cheaper  than  it  could 
have  been  procured  from  abroad,  thereby  benefiting  both  the  producer  and  the 
consumer  at  homo.  The  consequence  of  this  is  that  the  artisan  and  the  agricul- 
turist are  brought  together;  each  affords  a ready  market  for  the  produce  of  the 
other,  and  the  whole  country  becomes  prosperous ; and  the  ability  to  produce 
every  necessary  of  life  renders  us  independent  in  war  as  well  as  in  peace. 

A high  tariff  can  never  be  permanent.  It  will  cause  dissatisfaction,  and  will  be 
changed.  It  excludes  competition,  and  thereby  invites  the  investment  of  capital 
in  manufactures  to  such  excess  that,  when  changed,  it  brings  distress,  bank- 
rnptcy,and  ruin  upon  all  who  have  been  misled  byits  faithless  protection.  What 
the  manufacturer  wants  is  uniformity  and  ijermanency,  that  be  may  feel  a con- 
fidence that  he  is  not  to  be  ruined  by  sudden  changes. 

The  papers  accompanying  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  will  dis- 
close frauds  attempted  upon  the  revenue  in  variety  and  amount  so  great  as  to  jus- 
tify the  conclusion  that  it  is  impossible  under  any  system  of  ad  valorem  duties 
levied  upon  the  foreign  cost  or  value  of  the  article  to  secure  an  honest  observance 
and  an  effectual  administration  of  the  laws.  The  fraudulent  devices  to  evade  the 
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law  which  have  been  detected  by  the  vigilance  of  the  appraisers  leave  no  room 
to  doubt  that  similar  impositions  not  discovered  to  a large  amount  have  been  suc- 
cessfully practiced  since  the  enactment  of  the  law  now  in  force.  This  state  of 
things  has  already  had  a prejudicial  influence  upon  those  engaged  in  foreign  com- 
merce. 

It  has  a tendency  to  drive  the  honest  trader  from  the  business  of  importingand 
to  throw  that  important  branch  of  employment  into  the  haiids  of  unscrupulous 
and  dishonest  men,  who  are  alike  regardless  of  law  and  the  obligations  of  an  oath. 
By  these  means  the  plain  intentions  of  Congress,  as  expresiedin  the  law,  are 
daily  defeated.  Every  motive  of  policy  and  duty,  therefore  impels  me  to  ask 
the  earnest  attention  of  Congress  to  this  subject.  If  Congr  ess  should  deem  it 
unwise  to  attempt  any  important  changes  in  the  system  of  U vying  duties  at  this 
session  it  will  become  indispensable  to  the  protection  of  the  revenue  that  such 
remedies  as  in  the  judgment  of  Congress  may  mitigate  the  evils  complained  of 
should  at  once  bo  applied. re Annual  Message,  December  2, 1850. 

The  values  of  our  domestic  exports  for  the  last  fiscal  year,  as  compared  with 
those  of  the  previous  year,  exliibit  an  increase  of  $43,646,322.  At  first  view  this 
condition  of  our  trade  with  foreign  nations  would  seem  to  present  the  most  flat- 
tering hopes  of  its  future  prosperity.  An  examination  of  the  details  of  our 
exports,  however,  will  show  that  the  increased  value  of  oui  exports  for  the  last 
fiscal  year  is  to  be  found  in  the  high  price  of  cotton  which  prevailed  during  the 
first  half  of  that  year,  which  price  has  since  declined  about  one-half.  The  value 
of  our  exports  of  breadatuffs  and  provisions,  which  it  was  supposed  the  incen- 
tive of  a low  tariff  and  large  importations  from  abroad  would  have  greatly 
augmented,  has  fallen  from  $68,701,921  in  1847  to  $26,051,373  in  1850,  and  to 
$21,848,653  in  1851,  with  a strong  probability,  amounting  almost  to  a certainty,  of 
a stUI  further  reduction  in  the  current  year. 

The  aggregate  values  of  rice  exported  during  the  last  fiscal  year,  as  com- 
pared with  the  previous  year,  also  exhibit  a decrease  amounting  to  $460,917, 
which,  with  a decline  in  the  values  of  the  exports  of  tobacco  for  the  same  period, 
make  an  aggregate  decrease  in  these  two  articles  of  $1,156,751.  The  policy  which 
dictated  alow  rate  of  duties  on  foreign  merchandise,  it  was  thought  by  those  who 
promoted  and  established  it,  would  tend  to  benefit  the  farming  population  of  this 
country  by  increasing  the  demand  and  raising  the  price  of  agricultural  products 
in  foreign  markets.  The  foregoing  facts,  however,  seem  to  show  incontestably 
that  no  such  result  has  followed  the  adoption  of  this  policy.  On  the  contrary, 
notwithstanding  the  repeal  of  the  restrictive  com  laws  in  I.ngland,  the  foreign 
demand  for  the  products  of  the  American  farmer  has  steadily  declined  since 
the  short  crops  and  consequent  famine  in  a portion  of  Europe  have  been  happily 
replaced  by  full  crops  and  comparative  abundance  of  food. 

It  will  be  seen,  by  recurring  to  the  commercial  statistics  for  the  past  year,  that 
the  value  of  our  domestic  exports  has  been  increased  in  the-  single  item  of  raw 
cotton  by  $40,000,000  over  the  value  of  that  export  for  the  year  preceding.  This 
is  not  due  to  any  increased  general  demand  for  that  article,  but  to  the  short  crop 
of  the  preceding  year,  which  created  an  increased  demand  and  an  augmented 
price  for  the  crop  of  last  year.  Should  the  cotton  crop  now  going  forward  to 
market  be  only  equal  in  quantity  to  that  of  the  year  preceding,  and  be  sold  atthe 
present  prices,  then  there  would  be  a falling  off  in  the  value  of  our  exports  for 
the  present  fiscal  year  of  at  least  $40,000,000,  compared  with  the  amount  exported 
for  the  year  ending  June  30, 1851.— FtZZmore’5  Annual  Message,  December  2, 1851. 

Ko  st<atesman  would  advi.se  that  we  should  go  on  increasing  the  national  debt  to 
meet  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the  Government.  This  would  be  a most  ruinous 
policy.  In  case  of  war  our  credit  must  he  our  chief  resource,  at  least  for  the  first 
year,  and  this  would  be  greatly  impaired  by  having  contracted  a large  debt  in 
time  of  peace.  It  is  our  true  policy  to  increase  our  revenue  so  as  to  equal  our  ex- 
penditures, It  would  be  ruinous  to  continue  to  boiTOW.  Besides,  it  may  be 
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proper  to  observe  that  the  incidental  protection  thus  afforded  by  a revenue  tariff 
would  at  the  present  moment,  to  some  extent,  increase  the  confidence  of  the  man- 
iifacturing  interests  and  give  a fresh  impulse  to  our  reviving  business.  To  this 
surely  no  person  will  object. 

In  regard  to  the  mode  of  assessing  and  collecting  duties  under  a strictly  revenue 
taiiff,  I have  long  entertained  and  often  expressed  the  opinion  that  sound  policy 
requires  this  should  be  done  by  specific  duties  in  cases  to  which  these  can  be 
properly  applied.  They  are  well  adapted  to  commodities  which  are  usually  sold 
by  weight  or  by  measure,  and  which,  from  their  nature,  are  of  equal  or  of  nearly 
equal  value.  Such,  for  example,  are  the  articles  of  iron  of  different  classes,  raw 
sugar,  and  foreign  wines  and  spirits. 

In  my  deliberate  judgment  specific  duties  are  the  best,  if  not  the  only  means 
of  securing  the  revenue  against  false  and  fraudulent  invoices,  and  such  has  been 
the  practice  adopted  for  this  purpose  by  other  com  mercial  nations.  Besides,  spe- 
cific duties  would  afford  to  the  American  manufacturer  the  incidental  advantages 
to  which  he  is  clearly  entitled  under  a revenue  tariff. 

The  present  system  is  a sliding  scale  to  his  disadvantage.  Under  it,  when 
prices  are  high  and  business  prosperous  the  duties  rise  in  amount  when  he  least 
requires  their  aid.  On  the  contrary,  when  prices  fall  and  he  is  struggling  against 
adversity,  the  duties  are  diminished  in  the  same  proportion,  greatly  to  his  injury. 

Keither  would  there  be  danger  that  a higher  rate  of  duty  than  that  intended  by 
Congress  could  be  levied  in  the  form  of  specific  duties. 

It  would  be  easy  to  ascertain  the  average  value  of  any  imported  article  for  a 
series  of  years,  and  instead  of  subjecting  it  to  an  ad  valorem  duty  at  a certain 
rate  per  centum,  to  substitute  in  its  place  an  equivalent  specific  duty.— .BucAananV 
Second  Anyiual  Message,  December  6, 1858. 

It  is  now  quite  evident  that  the  financial  necessities  of  the  Government  will 
require  a modification  of  the  tariff  during  your  present  session  for  the  purpose  of 
increasing  the  revenue.  In  this  aspect  I desire  to  reiterate  the  recommendation 
contained  in  my  last  two  annual  messages  in  favor  of  imposing  specific  instead 
of  ad  valorem  duties  on  all  imported  articles  to  which  these  can  be  properly  ap- 
plied. From  long  observation  and  experience  I am  convinced  that  specific  duties 
are  necessary,  both  to  protect  the  revenue  and  to  secure  to  our  manxifacturing  in- 
terests that  amount  of  incidental  encouragement  which  unavoidably  results  from 
a revenue  tariff. 

As  an  abstract  proposition  it  may  be  admitted  that  ad  valorem  duties  would  in 
theory  be  the  most  just  and  equal.  But  if  the  experience  of  this  and  of  all  other 
commercial  nations  has  demonstrated  that  such  duties  can  not  be  assessed  and 
collected  without  great  frauds  upon  the  revenue,  then  it  is  the  part  of  wisdom  to 
resort  to  specific  duties.  Indeed,  from  the  very  nature  of  an  ad  valorem  duty 
this  must  be  the  result.  Under  it  the  inevitable  consequence  is  that  foreign 
goods  will  be  entered  in  less  than  their  true  value.  The  Treasury  will,  therefore, 
lose  the  duty  on  the  difference  between  their  real  and  fictitious  value,  and  to  this 
extent  we  are  defrauded. 

The  temptations  which  ad  valorem  duties  present  to  a dishonest  importer  are 
irresistible.  His  object  is  to  pass  his  goods  through  the  custom-house  at  the  very 
lowest  valuation  necessary  to  save  them  from  confiscation.  In  this  he  too  often 
succeeds  in  spite  of  the  vigilance  of  the  revenue  ofiicers.  Hence  the  resort  to  false 
invoices,  one  for  the  purchaser  and  another  for  the  custom-house,  and  to  other 
expedients  to  defraud  the  Government.  The  honest  importer  produces  his  invoice 
to  the  collector,  stating  the  actual  price  at  which  he  purchased  the  articles  abroad. 
Xot  so  the  dishonest  importer  and  the  agent  of  the  foreign  manufacturer.  And 
hero  it  may  be  observed  that  a very  large  proport  ion  of  the  manufactures  imported 
from  abroad  is  consigned  for  sale  to  commission  merchants,  who  are  mere  agents 
employed  by  the  manufacturer.  In  such  cases  no  actual  sale  has  been  made  to 
fix  their  value. 
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The  foreign  manufacturer,  if  he  he  dishonest,  prepares  an  invoice  of  the  goods, 
not  at  their  actual  value,  but  at  the  very  lowest  rate  necessary  to  escape  detec- 
tion. In  this  manner  the  dishonest  importer  and  the  foreign  manufacturer  enjoy 
a decided  advantage  over  the  honest  merchant.  Tliey  are  thus  enabled  to  under- 
sell the  fair  trader  and  drive  him  from  the  market.  In  fact,  t he  operation  of  this 
system  has  already  driven  from  the  piursuits  ol  honorable  coiuiuercemanj  of  that 
class  of  regular  and  conscientious  merchants  whose  character  throughout  the 
world  is  the  pride  of  our  country . • 

The  remedy  for  these  evils  is  to  be  found  in  specific  dxities,  so  far  as 
be  practicable.  They  dispense  with  any  inquiry  at  the  custom  house  into  the 
actual  cost  or  value  of  the  article,  and  it  pays  the  precise  amount  of  duty  previ  - 
ously  fixed  bylaw.  They  present  no  temptations  to  the  appraisers  of  foreign 
goods,  who  receive  hut  small  salaries,  and  might  by  undervaluation  in  a few  cases 
render  themselves  independent. 

Besides,  specific  duties  best  conform  to  the  requisition  in  the  Constitution  that 
no  preference  shall  be  given  by  any  regulation  of  commerce  or  revenue  to  the 
ports  of  one  State  over  those  of  another.”  Under  our  ad  valorem  system  such 
preferences  are,  to  some  extent,  inevitable,  and  complaints  have  often  been  made 
that  the  spirit  ol‘this  provision  has  been  violated  by  a lower  appraisement  of  the 
same  articles  at  one  port  than  at  another. 

An  impression  strangely  enough  prevails  to  some  extent  that  specific  duties 
are  necessarily  protective  duties.  Kothing  can  be  more  fallacious.  Great 
Britain  glories  in  free  trade,  and  yet  her  whole  revenue  from  imports  is  at  the 
present  meuneat  coUected  under  a system  of  specific  duties.  It  is  a striking  fact 
in  this  connection  that  in  the  commercial  treaty  of  January  23,  1860,  between 
Trance  and  England,  one  of  the  articles  provides  that  the  ad  valorem  duties 
which  it  imposes  ahaU  be  converted  into  specific  duties  within  six  months  from 
its  date,  and  these  are  to  be  ascertained  by  making  an  average  of  the  prices  for 
six  months  previous  to  that  time.  The  reverse  of  the  propositions  wuuld  ba 
nearer  to  the  truth,  because  a much  larger  amount  of  revenue  would  be  collected 
by  merely  converting  the  ad  valorem  duties  of  a tariff  into  equivalent  specific 
duties.  To  this  extent  the  revenue  would  be  increased,  and  in  the  same  propor- 
tion the  specific  duty  might  be  diminished. 

Specific  duties  would  secure  to  the  American  manufacturer  the  incidental  pro- 
tection to  which  he  is  fairly  entitled  under  a revenue  tariff,  and  to  this  surely  no 
person  would  object.  The  framers  of  the  existing  tariff  have  gone  further,  and 
in  a liberal  spirit  have  discriminated  in  favor  of  large  and  useful  branches  of  our 
manufactures,  not  by  raising  the  rate  of  duty  upon  the  importation  of  similar 
articles  from  abroad,  but,  what  is  the  same  in  effect,  by  admitting  articles  free  of 
duty  which  enter  into  the  composition  of  their  fabrics.  Under  the  present  sys- 
tem it  has  been  often  truly  remarked  that  this  incidental  protection  decreases 
when  the  manufacturer  needs  it  most  and  increases  when  be  needs  it  least,  and 
constitutes  a sliding  scale  which  always  operates  against  him.  The  revenues  of 
the  country  are  subject  to  similar  fluctuations.  Instead  of  approaching  a steady 
standard,  as  would  be  the  case  under  a system  of  specific  duties,  they  sink  and 
rise  with  the  sinking  and  rising  prices  of  articles  in  foreign  -’.ountries. 

It  would  not  be  difficult  for  Congress  to  arrange  a system  of  specific  duties 
which  would  afford  additional  stability  both  to  our  revenue  and  our  manufac- 
tures, and  without  injury  or  injustice  to  any  interest  of  the  country. 

This  might  be  accomplished  by  ascertaining  the  average  value  of  any  given 
article  for  a series  of  years  at  the  place  of  exportation,  and  by  simply  converting 
the  rate  of  ad  valorem  duty  upon  it  which  might  be  deemed  necessary  for  reve- 
nue purposes  into  the  form  of  a specific  duty.  Such  an  anangement  could  not 
injure  the  consumer.  If  he  should  pay  a greater  amount  of  duty  one  year  this 
would  bo  counterbalanced  by  a lesser  amount  the  next,  and  in  the  end  the  aggre- 
gate would  be  the  same.— Fourth  Annual  Message^  December  3,  18C0. 
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The  tax  collected  from  the  people  has  been  reduced  more  than  eighty  millions 
of  dollars  per  annum.  By  steadiness  in  onr  present  course,  there  is  no  reason 
why,  in  a few  short  years,  the  national  taxgatherer  may  not  disappear  from  the 
door  of  the  citizen  almost  entirely. 

"With  the  revenue  stamp  dispensed  by  postmasters  in  every  community;  a 
tax  upon  liqnors  of  all  sorts  and  tobacco  in  all  its  forms,  and  by  a wise  adjust- 
ment of  the  tariff  which  will  put  a duty  only  upon  those  articles  which  we  could 
dispense  with,  knoxvn  as  luxuries,  and  on  those  which  we  use  more  of  than  we 
produce,  revenue  enough  may  be  raised,  after  a few  years  of  peace  and  conse- 
quent reduction  of  indebtedness,  to  fulfill  all  our  obligations.  A further  redac- 
tion of  expenses,  in  addition  to  a reduction  of  interest  account,  may  be  relied  on  to 
make  this  practicable. 

Revenue  reform,  if  it  means  this,  has  my  hearty  support.  If  it  imidies  a col- 
lection of  all  tlie  revenue  for  the  support  of  Government,  for  the  payment  of  prin- 
cipal and  interest  of  the  public  debt,  pensions,  etc.,  by  directly  taxing  the  people, 
then  I am  against  revenue  reform,  and  confidently  believe  the  people  are  with  me. 

If  it  means  failure  to  provide  the  necessary  means  to  defray  all  the  exixenses  of 
Government,  and  thereby  repudiation  of  the  public  debt  and  pensions,  then  I am 
still  more  opposed  to  such  kind  of  revenue  reform.  Revenue  reform  has  not  been 
defined  by  any  of  its  advocates  to  my  knowledge,  but  it  seems  to  be  accepted  as 
something  which  is  to  supply  every  man’s  wants  without  any  cost  or  effort  on  his 
part. — Grant's  Second  Anmuxl  Message^  Decembers,  1870. 

In  read^justing  the  tarifi*  I suggest  that  a careful  estimate  be  made  of  the  amount 
of  surplus  revenue  collected  under  the  present  laws  after  providing  for  the  current 
expenses  of  the  Government,  the  interest  account,  and  a sinking  fund,  and  that 
this  surplus  be  reduced  in  such  a manner  as  to  afford  the  greatest  relief  to  the 
greatest  number.  There  are  many  articles  not  produced  at  home,  but  which  en- 
ter largely  into  general  consumption  through  articles  which  are  manufactured 
at  home,  such  as  medicines  compounded,  etc.,  from  which  very  little  revenue  is 
derived,  but  which  enter  into  general  use.  All  such  articles  I recommend  to  be 
placed  on  the  “freelist.”  Should  a further  reduction  prove  advisable  I would  then 
recommend  that  it  bo  made  upon  those  articles  which  can  best  bear  it  without 
disturbing  home  production  or  reducing  the  wages  of  American  labor. — Grant's 
Third  Annual  Message^  December  4,  ]871. 

You  can  not  fail  to  note  with  interest  the  discussion  by  the  Secretary  as  to  the 
necessity  of  providing  by  legislation  some  mode  of  freeing  the  Treasury  of  an 
excess  of  assets,  in  the  event  that  Congress  fails  to  reach  an  early  agreement  for 
the  reduction  of  taxation. 

I heartily  approve  the  Secretary’s  recommendation  of  immediate  and  extensive 
reductions  in  the  annual  revenues  of  the  Government. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  I urged  upon  the  attention  of  Congress  at  its  last 
session  the  importance  of  relieving  the  industry  and  enterprise  of  the  country 
from  the  pressure  of  unnecessary  taxation.  It  is  one  of  the  tritest  maxims  of 
political  economy  that  all  taxes  are  burdensome,  however  wisely  and  prudently 
imposed.  And  though  there  have  always  been  among  our  people  wide  differ- 
ences of  sentiment  as  to  the  best  methods  of  raising  the  national  revenues,  and 
indeed  as  to  the  principles  upon  which  taxation  should  be  based,  there  has  been 
substantial  accord  in  the  doctrine  that  only  such  taxes  ought  to  be  levied  as  are 
necessary  for  a wise  and  economical  administration  of  the  Government. 

Of  late  the  public  revenues  have  far  exceeded  that  limit,  and  unless  checked  by 
appropriate  legislation  such  excess  will  continue  to  increase  from  year  to  year. 
For  the  fiscal  year  ended  J une  30, 1881,  the  surplus  revenue  amounted  to  $100,  UOO.  000 ; 
for  the  fiscal  year  ended  on  the  30th  of  June  last  the  surplus  was  more  than 
$145,000,000. 

1 venture  now  to  suggest  that,  unless  it  shall  be  ascertained  that  the  probable 
expenditures  of  the  G overnment  for  the  coming  year  has  been  underestimated,  all 
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mternal  taxes,  save  those  "which  relat  e to  distilled  spirits,  caa  be  prudently  abro- 
gated.— Arthur's  Second  Annual  Message^  December  4,  1882. 

Synopsis  of  the  tariff  acts,  prepared  by  C.  S.  Evans,  Bureau  of  Statistics,  Treas- 
ury Department. 

July  4,  1789,  first  tariff  act  of  the  United  States. 

August  10, 1790,  general  tariff.  Duty  reduced  on  distilled  spirits  and  hemp  and 
increased  on  others. 

March  3,  1791,  rates  increased  on  spirits. 

May  2,  1792,  general  increase  of  rates  of  2i  per  cent. 

Juno  5,  1794,  increased  rates  on  tobacco,  snuff,  and  refined  sugar. 

June  7, 1794,  increased  rates. 

January  29, 1795,  supplementary,  rates  changed  on  type,  sugars,  and  wines. 

March  3,  1797,  supplementary,  increased  rates  on  sugar,  tea,  molasses,  velvets, 
cotton  goods,  candy. 

March  13, 1800,  supplementary,  increased  rates  on  sugars  and  wines. 

March  26-27,  1804,  increased  all  ad  valorem  rates  2^  per  cent.  Increased  rates  on 
goods  in  foreign  vessels  10  per  cent,  and  additional  rates  on  other  specific 
articles.  (Mediterranean  fund.) 

March  3, 1807,  made  free  of  duty,  salt,  old  copper,  saltpeter,  aud  sulphur. 

July  1, 1812,  increased  all  duties  100  per  cent.  ("War  tariff.) 

July  29, 1813,  duty  20  cents  per  bushel  of  56  pounds  of  salt  for  one  year. 

February  9, 1816,  continued  duty  on  salt. 

April  27, 1816,  war  rates  reduced,  specific  rates  extended. 

April  20, 1818,  rates  changed  on  iron  and  alum. 

March  3, 1819,  rates  on  certain  wines  reduced. 

May  22, 1824,  general  increase  of  rates. 

May  19, 1828,  rates  on  wines  changed. 

May  20, 1830,  rates  reduced  on  teas,  coffee,  and  cocoa. 

July  14, 1832,  tea  and  coffee,  free  when  imported  in  American  vessels ; rates  re- 
duced on  ad  valorem  articles. 

March 2, 1833  (compromise),  rates  reduced  10  per  cent  of  all  duties  in  excess  of  20 
per  cent,  etc.  Made  free  of  duty,  linens,  worsted  stuff  goods,  shawls,  and  man- 
ufactures of  silk  and  worsted.  Manufactures  of  silk  from  this  side  Cape  of 
Good  Hope  except  sewing  silk.  (All  acts  inconsistent  herewith  repealed.) 

July  4, 1836,  rates  reduced  one-half  on  wines. 

September  11, 1841,  articles  free,  and  others  paying  less  thar  20  per  cent  to  pay  20 
per  cent.  Kailroad  iron  reduced  to  20  per  cent. 

August  30, 1842,  general  revision  and  increase  of  rates. 

August  6,1846,  general  reduction  in  rates,  change  of  rates  from  specific  to  ad 
valorem;  duties  for  revenue  only. 

March  3, 1857,  general  reduction  in  rates,  an  increased  free  list. 

March  2,  1861  (wjir  measure),  increased  rates. 

December  24, 1861,  increased  rates  on  tea,  5 cents ; coffee,  1 cent,  and  sugar  one-half 
cent  per  pound. 

July  14,  1862,  general  increase  of  rates. 

March  3,  1863,  unsized  printing  paper,  crude  petroleum,  and  coal  illuminating 
oil,  20  per  cent. 

April  29, 1864,  joint  resolution,  increase  of  rates  £0  per  cent  for  sixty  days,  ex- 
tended to  July  1,  1864. 

June  30, 1864,  general  increase  of  rates. 

March  31, 1865,  rates  changed  on  cotton  manufactures,  oils,  tobacco,  silk,  ready- 
made clothing. 

May  16, 1865,  rates  of  20  per  cent  on  animals. 
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July  28,  1866,  relates  to  duty  on  raw  cotton,  made  to  conform  to  internal-revenue 
tax. 

Slarch  2,  1867,  rates  increased  on  wool  and  woolens. 

February  24, 1869,  rates  increased  on  copper. 

July  14,  1870,  rates  reduced  on  many  articles,  increased  on  a few.  Free  list  largely 
increased. 

May  1,  1872,  tea  and  coffee  made  free. 

June  6,  1872,  rates  reduced,  reduction  of  10  per  cent,  increased  free  list. 

February  8,  1875,  rates  increased  and  reduced  on  a few  articles.  Known  as  the 
Little  tariff  bill. 

March  3, 1875,  rates  increased  on  sugar  (25  per  cent)  (repeal  of  10  per  cent  reduc- 
tion of  act  June  6,  1872). 

July  1, 1879,  quinine  and  salts  of,  made  free, 

June  4,  1880,  act  relating  to  cotton  ties,  hoops,  etc. 

May  6 and  December  23,  1832,  repeals  discriminating  duty. 

March  3,  1883,  general  revision  rates  reduced,  enlarged  free  list. 

October  1,  1890,  general  revision,  rates  and  classes  changed,  increase  in  eome  and 
reduction  in  others,  and  sugar  fibers  and  many  other  articles  transferred  to 
the  free  list. 
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Table  No.  1.— Kevenue  Received  from  1791  to  1893. 


Table  of  the  amount  of  revenue  received  from  customs,  internal  revenue,  and  other  sources,  ndth  the  per  cent  derived  from  each,  for  each  year  from  179  1 to  1S9S. 

rCoinniled  1)V  Charles  II.  Evans,  from  Finance  Reports,  Tnitea  States  Treasury,] 


jvcvemu‘  received  from — 

1 

Net  ordinary 
receipts. 

Per  cent  of  revenue  from— 

Net  ordinary  - 
oxpenditiu’es. 

Grosi 

a— 

Year 

ending—  ^ 

i 

Customs. 

Internal 

revenue. 

1 

Other  sources.  I 

Cus-  ! 
toms. 

Internal 

roveuuo. 

Other 

sources. 

Receipts. 

Eipendituros. 

Dec.  31— 
1791  (34 
months} 
1702 

1793  

1794  

1795  

1790 

1797  

1798  

1799  

1800  

18U1 

1802 

1803  

1804  

18C5 

1806 

1807  

1808  

1809  

1810  

1811 

1812 

1813  

1814  

1815  

1816  

1817  

1818  

$4,390, 473. 00 
3,443, 070.  85 
4, 255, 300.  50 
4, 801, 065. 28 
5,588,401.20 
0,  507, 087.  94 
7,  540, 0 to.  65 
7,106,  061,93 
6.610,  440.31 
0,  080, 032.  73 
10. 750,778.  03 
12, 4:t8,  235.  74 
10,479,417.  01 

11,  098, 565.  33 

12,  936,  487.  04 
14, 067, 608. 17 
15,845.521.61 
16,  363, 550. 58 

7,  257, 506. 02 

8.  583,  309. 31 
13,313, 222.  73 

8. 958,  777.53 

13,  224,  623.  25 
5,998,  772.08 
7, 282, 942.  22 

36,  :406,  874. 88 
20. 28:i,  348. 49 
17, 170, 385. 00 

$208,  042. 81 
337, 705.  70 
274,089. 62 
337,  755. 36 
475, 280.  60 
575,491.45 
044, 357. 05 
779, 136.  44 
809,  396. 55 
1,  048. 03:1. 43 
621,  898.  89 
215, 170. 69 
50,041.29 
21,  747. 15 
20,101.45 
13, 051.40 
8, 190. 23 
4,034.29 
7, 430.  C3 
2, 295.  95 
4, 903.06 
4,  755. 04 

1,  662, 984.82 
4,  678,059.  07 
5, 124,  708.  31 

2,  678, 100.  77 
955, 270. 20 

$10, 478. 10 
17, 940.  05 
59,910. 88 
350,  749.  97 
188, 317. 97 
1,334, 252.11 
491,  639.  89 
150, 075. 92 
157, 233. 56 
958,419. 82 
1,136,518. 59 
1, 935,  659.  32 
369,500.  33 
676,  800.  76 
602, 459.  01 
872, 131.45 
539. 446.  25 
688, 921. 12 
511,932.21 
793,474.  34 
1,107,115.  41 
837,452. 17 
1,111,031.66 
3,519, 868. 26 
3,  735.915. 53 
6, 245, 402. 47 
4,137,  600.48 
3, 453,  515,  84 

$4,409, 951.19 
3, 6G9, 900.31 
4,652, 923.14 
5. 431,904.87 
6.114.534.  59 
8,377,  529. 65 

8,  688,  780. 99 
7, 900,  495.  80 
7,  546,  813.31 

10,  848.  749. 10 

12,  935,330. 95 
14,995,  793. 95 
11,064, 097. 63 

11,  826,  307.  38 

13.  560, 693. 2C 
15.  559, 931.  07 
10.  398, 019. 26 
17,  060,  661.  93 

7, 773, 473.12 

9,  384,214. 28 
14, 422,  6:14.09 

9, 801,132.  76 
14,340, 409. 95 
11,183,625.16 
1,5,  696,  916. 82 
47,  676,  985. 66 
33, 099. 049.  74 
21,  585. 171.04 

99.  76 
93. 82 
91. 40 

88. 39 

91. 40 

78. 40 
80. 89 
89.  t?4 
87.59 
83. 70 
83.11 
82. 94 
94. 72 
93. 85 

' 95. 39 
, 94.27 
1 96. 63 
95. 91 
93. 36 
91.47 
92.31 

91.41 
92.21 
53.65 

46. 40 
76. 15 

79. 41 
79. 58 

5. 69 
7.26 
5. 05 
5. 52 
5. 07 
0. 62 
8.16 
10.32 
7. 46 
8. 10 
4.15 
1.94 
.43 
.17 
.13 
.08 
. 05 
.05 
.07 

;oi 

.05 
.04 
14.  87 
29. 80 
10. 75 
8. 09 
4. 42 

.24 

.49 

1.28 

6.  50 

3. 08 
15. 93 

6. 47 
1.90 

2.09 
8. 84 
8.  79 

12.  91 
3. 34 
5. 72 
4. 44 
5. 60 
3. 29 
4. 04 
6. 59 
8. 46 
7. 68 
8.  54 

7.  75 
31.48 
23. 80 
13.10 
12. 50 
16. 00 

$1,919, 971.61 
5, 896,  258. 47 
1,749,  070.  73 
3. 545. 299. 00 
4,362,541.72 
2,  551,  303. 15 
2,  8:i6, 110.  52 

4,  651,710.  42 
6, 480, 160.  72 
7,411,369. 97 
4,981,069.90  1 
3, 737,079.  91 
4.002, 824. 24 
4, 452, 858.  91 
6. 357,  234.  62 
6, 080, 209.  36 
4, 984, 572. 89 
6, 504, 338. 85 
7,414,  G72. 14 
5,311,082. 28 

5,  592,  604. 86 
17, 829,498.70 
28, 028. 396. 92 
30, 127,  086. 38 
26, 953,  571.00 
23, 373, 432.  58 
15,454,  609.  92 
13,808,  673.78 

$4, 771,342. 53 

8.772.458.76 
C,  450, 195. 15 
9, 439,  855. 65 
9,  515,  758.  59 
8, 740.  65 
8,758,  780. 99 
8,179,170. 80 

12, 546,  813. 31 
12, 413, 978.  34 
12,  tl45,  455. 95 
14, 995,  793. 95 
11,004,097.63 
11,  826, 307.38 
13, 560,  G93. 20 
15,559, 931. 07 
16,  398,  019. 26 
17, 060,  6G1.93 
7, 773,473.12 
12, 134, 214. 28 
14,422,  634. 09 

22. 639. 032. 76 
40, 624, 844. 95 
34, 559,  536. 95 
50,  961, 237. 60 
57, 171, 421.82 
33, 833, 592. 33 
21, 593,936.66 

$3,  797, 436.  78 
8, 962,  920.  00 
G,  479, 977.97 
9,  041,593. 17 

10. 151.240. 15 
8,  367, 776.  84 
8,  625.877. 37 
8,  583, 618.41 

11,002, 396. 97 
11,952, 534. 12 

12,  273, 376. 94 

13,  270,487.  31 

11,  258, 983. 67 

12,  615, 113.  72 
13, 598,309. 47 
15,  021, 196.  26 
11,  292,292.  99 

16. 762.702. 04 
13, 867, 226. 30 
13, 309, 994.  49 

13,  592.  604. 86 

22. 279. 121.15 
39, 190,520. 36 

38,  028, 230.32 

39,  582,493.35 
48,  244, 495.  51 

40. 877. 646. 04 
35,104,875.4a 

CC 

00 


‘ f 


1819 

20, 283, 608. 76 

229, 593.  63 

1820 

15, 005,  612.36 

106, 260. 53 

1821 

13, 004,447.35 

69. 027.63 

1822 

17,  589, 761. 94 

67. 665.71 

1823 

19, 088, 433. 44 

34. 242. 17 

1824 

17,  878,  325. 71 

34,  663. 37 

1825 

20, 098,  713. 46' 

25,  771.35 

1826 

23,  341,331.77 

21, 589.  93 

1827 

19, 712, 283. 29 

19,  885. 08 

1828 

23, 205,  523. 64 

17.451.54 

1829 

22, 681,965.  91 

14,  502. 74 

3830 

21, 922,:i91.:49 

12, 160.  62 

1831 

24, 224, 441.77 

6, 933.51 

1832 

28, 465,2:17.24 

11,630. 65 

1833 

29, 032, 508. 91 

2, 759.00 

18:44 

16,  214, 957. 15 

4. 196.  09 

1835 

19,391,310. 59 

10, 459. 48 

1836 

23, 409.  940. 53 

370.  00 

1837 

11,169. 290.  39 

5, 493.84 

ms 

16, 158,  800. 36 

2. 467. 27 

1839 

23, 137,924. 81 

2, 553.  32 

1840 

13, 499, 502, 17 

1,682.25 

1841 

14,487,  216.  74 

3, 261. 36 

1842  

June  30 — 

1843  (0 

18, 187, 908. 76 

495.00 

months) 

7, 046,  843. 91 

103. 25 

1844 

26, 183, 570. 94 

1,777.34 

1845 

27, 528,112. 70 

3, 517.12 

1846 

26,712, 667. 87 

2, 897. 26 

1847 

23, 747,  864. 66 

375. 00 

1848 

1 AiO 

31, 757,  070.  96 
28, 346,  738.  82 
39,  668, 686. 42 

375.  00 

1850 

1851 

49. 017, 567. 02 
47. 339, 326.  62 
58, 931,865.  52 

I85:t 

1854 

64, 224, 190.27 

1855 

53,  025,  794, 21 

1856  

1857  

64,  022,  863.  50 
63, 875, 905.  05 

4»090, 17L98 
2,728, 798.87 
1,  499,  904. 94 
2, 575, 000. 29 
1, 417, 990. 65 
1, 468,  223.71 
1,716, 373.22 
1, 897, 212. 51 
3, 234, 194. 99 
1,540,654.05 
2, 131,158,73 
2, 909,564.  50 
4,  295, 445.  54 
3, 390, 582. 77 
4, 913,158.34 
5, 572, 782. 31 
16, 028, 317. 03 
27.416, 485.55 
13,779, 368. 81 
10, 141,  292. 11 
8. 342.271. 48 
5, 978,930. 91 
2, 369, 682. 17 
1,  787, 793.49 


1, 184,  054.10 
3, 135, 359. 50 
2, 438. 475. 98 
2, 984, 402.  61 
2, 719, 16:1.  50 
3,  941, 253. 25 
2, 374,338.  68 

3. 924. 202. 40 

3.537. 471.41 
2,  507, 488.98 
2,  655,166. 10 
9,  576, 151.13 

12, 324,  780. 47 
10, 034,835. 74 
5,089,407.52 


24, 603,  374. 37 

82.44 

.94 

10.62 

16, 300,  273. 44 

24, 605,  665. 37 

24,  004, 199.  73 

17,840. 669.55 

^.11 

.59 

15.30 

13, 134,530.57 

20,881,  493.68 

21,  763,  024. 85 

14, 573,379. 72 

89.23 

.48 

10.29 

10, 723, 479.07 

19, 573,  7a3. 72 

19,  090,  572. 

20, 232, 427. 94 

86.94 

.33 

12. 73 

9,  827, 643.  51 

20,  232,  427.  94 

17,676,592.63 

20, 540, 666. 26 

92.93 

.17 

0.90 

9,784, 154.59 

20, 540,  666. 26 

15,  314, 171.  00 

19,  381,212.  79 

92.25 

.17 

7, 58 

15,330,144. 71 

24, 381, 212. 79 

31, 898,  538. 47  , 

21,  840, 858.02 

92.02 

.12 

7.86 

11,490, 459.94 

26,  840, 858. 02 

23^.585, 804. 73  ' 

25,260, 434. 21 

92.40 

.09 

7.51 

13, 062, 316.27 

25, 260, 434. 21 

24, 103,  :i98. 46 

22, 966,363.96 

85.83 

.09 

14. 08 

12,  653, 095. 65 

22,  966,  363. 96 

22,656,764.04 

24,783,029.23 

93. 71 

.07 

6.22 

13,296,041.45 

24,763,629,23 

25, 459.  479. 52  i 

24;  827, 627. 38 

91.36 

.06 

8. 58 

12,  641. 210. 40 

24,  827, 627. 38 

25, 044, 358.40 

24. 844, 116.  51 

88.24 

.05 

11.71 

13, 229,  533. 33 

24, 844.116. 51 

24,585,281.53 

28, 526, 820. 82 

84. 92 

,02 

15.06 

13, 864,067. 90 

28, 526,  820.  82 

30,  038, 446. 13 

31,867,450.66 

89. 32 

.04 

10. 63 

16, 516, 388. 77 

31, 867, 450.  66 

34, 356, 698. 06 

33, 948, 426. 25 

85.  52 

.01 

14, 47 

22,713,755. 11 

33,948,426.25  ^ 

24,  257,  298. 49 

21;  791;  935. 55 

74. 41 

.02 

25.57 

18, 425, 417. 25 

21, 791,035.  55 

24,601,982.44 

35;  430;  087. 10 

54. 73 

.03 

45.24 

17, 514, 950. 28 

35, 430,  087. 10 

17,573,141.56 

50,  826,  796. 08 

46. 06 

53.94 

30,  868, 164. 04 

50, 826,  796.08 

30,868,164.04 

24, 954, 153. 04 

44.76 

,02 

55.22 

37,243,214.24 

27,  947, 142. 19 

37, 265, 037. 15 

26, 302,  561. 74 

61.43 

.01 

38. 56  1 

33,849,718.08 

39. 019, 382.  60 

39, 455, 438. 35  1 

31,482,749.61  1 

73. 49 

.01 

26.50 

26, 496,  948. 73 

35, 340, 025.  82 

37,614,9:1615  03 

19, 480, 115. 33 

69.29 

.02 

30.  69 

24, 139, 920. 11  1 

25,  069,  662. 84 

28,  226,  533. 81  <0 

16, 860, 160. 27 

85.93 

.02 

14.05 

26. 196, 840.  29  j 

30, 519,477. 65 

31,797, 530. 03 

19,976, 197. 25 

91.05 

8. 95 

24,361,336.59 

34, 784, 932. 89 

32, 936,  876.  53 

8, 231,001.26 

85. 61 

14.39 

11, 256,  508. 60 

20, 782, 410. 45 

12, 118, 105. 15  i 

29,  320, 707, 78 

89.30 

.01  i 

10. 69 

20,  650, 108. 01 

31,198,  555. 73 

33,642,010,85 

29, 970, 104.80 

91. 85 

.01 

8. 14 

21, 895,  369.  61 

21, 970,  105.  80 

30,  490, 408.  71 

29, 699,967.74 

89.94 

.01 

10. 05 

26,418,459.59 

29,  C<)9, 967. 74 

27, 6:i2, 282.  90 

26,407,403. 16 

89.73 

10. 27 

53, 801, 509. 37 

55,  368. 168.  52 

60,520,851.74  ] 

35, 698. 699.  21 

88.96 

i 

11.04 

45, 227,454,  77 

56,  992,  479.  21 

60,  655, 143. 19  J 

30, 721,077. 50 

92. 27 

7.73 

39, 933, 542. 61 

59,  796, 892. 98 

56, 386.  422.  74 

4:t,  592,  888. 88 

91.00 

9.00 

37, 165, 990. 09 

47,  649,  388. 88 

44,604,718.26 

52, 555, 039. 33 

93.27 

6.  73 

44,054,  717.66 

52, 762,  704. 25 

48,470,  104.31 

49, 846,815. 60 

94.  97 

5.03 

40, 389, 954.  56 

49,893,115.60 

46,712, 608.83 

61,587, 031.68 

95.69 

4.31 

44,  078, 156.  35 

61,603, 404.18 

54,577,061.74 

73;  SOO;  341.40 

87. 02 

12. 98 

51,967, 528.42 

73, 802,  343. 07 

75,  473. 170.  75 

65, 350,  574. 68 

81. 14 

18.  86 

56, 316, 197. 72 

65, 351,374.08 

66, 104,  775.  96 

74,  056, 699. 24 

86. 45 

13. 55 

66,  772, 527.  64 

74, 050, 899. 24 

72, 726,  341.  57  ' 

68,065, 312. 57 

92.02 

7. 38 

66,  041,143. 70 

68,  909,  212. 57 

71,274,687.37  1 

V 


Table  No.  1.— Revenue  Received  feom  1791  to  1893— Continued. 


Year 

ending— 


Revenue  received  from— 


Customs. 


June  30 — 

1858.. . . 

1859 

1860.. .. 

1801.. .. 
1882.... 

1883.. .. 

1864.. .. 

1865.. .. 

1866.. .. 

1807.. .. 

1868.. .. 

1869.. .. 

1870.. .. 

1871.. . 

1872.. . 

1873.. . 

1874.. . 

1875.. . 

1876.. . 

1877  

1878  

1879  

1880  

1881 

1882 

1883  

1884  

1885  

1886  

1887  

1888  

1889 


$41,789, 
49,565, 
53, 187, 
39,  582, 
49, 056, 
69,  059, 
102,  316, 
84, 928, 
179,  046, 
176,417, 
164, 464, 
180,048, 
194, 538, 
206, 270, 
216,  370, 
188,  089, 
163, 103, 
157, 167, 
148, 071, 
130, 956, 
130, 170, 
137, 250, 
186, 522, 
198, 159, 
220,410, 
214, 706, 
195,  067, 
181,471, 
192, 905, 
217, 286, 
219, 091, 
223, 832, 


620. 96 
824.38 
511.  87 
125. 64 
397.  62 
642.  40 
152. 99 
260. 60 
651.58 
810. 88 
599.  56 
426.  63 

374.44 
408. 05 
286. 77 
522. 70 
833.  69 
722. 35 
984.  61 
493. 07 
680. 20 
047.  70 
064.  60 
676.  02 
730.  25 
496.  93 
489.  76 
939.  34 

023.44 
896. 13 
173.  63 
741.69 


Internal 

revenue. 


$37, 640, 787. 95 

109,  741,134. 10 
209, 464, 215.  25 
309. 226,  813. 42 
266,  027,537. 43 
191, 087, 581. 41 
158,  356,460. 86 
184,  899, 756. 49 
143, 098, 153. 63 
130, 642, 177. 72 
113, 729,  314. 14 
102, 409, 784. 90 

110,  007, 493. 58 
116, 700, 732.03 
118,  630, 407. 83 
110, 581,  624. 74 
113, 561,610. 58 
124,  009, 373. 92 
135, 264, 385. 51 
146, 497, 595. 45 
144,  720, 368. 98 
121,586,  072.  51 
112, 498,  725. 94 
116, 805,  936. 48 
118,  823,  391.22 
124,  298, 871. 98 
130, 881, 513. 92 


Other  sources 


$4,  865, 
3,211, 
2, 867, 
1,  894, 
2, 862, 
5,404, 
31,  355, 
27,638, 
31,  676, 
20, 401, 
20,  942, 
18, 783, 
16, 521, 
25,062, 
17, 681, 

20.358, 
34,427, 
16, 845, 
25, 293, 
31,413, 
16, 694, 
21.510, 
22, 995, 

27. 358, 
47,  616, 
38, 860, 
31, 866, 
29, 720, 
26, 728, 
35, 292, 
35, 878, 
32, 335, 


745.  00 
283.  54 
087. 96 
173.  85 

863. 47 
515. 16 
684. 11 
682.  34 
099. 38 
331.61 
264.  85 
368.  60 
702.  94 
543. 26 
765. 42 
836. 94 
472. 25 

555. 48 
868. 06 
741.90 
471.46 
478.  55 
062. 40 
231. 04 
924.  58 
716.  04 
307. 65 
041. 10 

767. 14 
993. 31 

029. 15 
803.23 


Per  cent  of  revenue  from— 


Not  ordinary 
receipts. 

Cus- 

toms. 

Internal 

revenue. 

Other 

sources. 

$46,  655,  365. 96 

89.  57 

10.43 

52,  777, 107.  92 

93.  92 

6.  08 

56,  054, 599.  83 

94.71 

5. 29 

41,476, 209. 49 

95. 43 

4.  57 

51,919, 261.09 

94. 49 

5. 51 

112, 094, 945.  51 

61. 61 

33.  58 

4. 81 

243, 412, 971.20 

42. 03 

45.  08 

12.  89 

322, 031,158. 19 

26. 99 

65.  04 

7. 97 

519, 949,564.38 

34. 44 

59.  47 

6.  09 

462,  846,  679. 92 

38. 12 

57.48 

4.40 

376, 494,453.  82 

43. 68 

50. 75 

5. 57 

357, 188,  256.  09 

50.41 

44. 33 

5.  26 

395, 959,  833.  87 

49. 13 

46.  07 

4.  20 

374, 431, 104.  94 

55.  09 

38.  22 

C.  69 

364,  694, 229.  91 

59. 33 

35.  82 

4. 85 

322, 177,  673.  78 

58.  38 

35. 30 

6.  32 

299,  941, 090.  84 

54. 38 

34. 14 

11.48 

284,  020, 771.41 

55. 34 

38. 73 

5.  93 

290,  066,  584.  70 

61. 05 

40. 23 

8.  72 

28i;000,  642.  00 

46.  61 

42. 22 

11.17 

257, 446, 776. 40 

50. 56 

42. 97 

6.47 

272,  322, 136. 83 

50. 40 

41.70 

7.90 

333, 526, 500.  98 

55. 92 

37. 18 

6.90 

360,  782, 292. 57 

54. 93 

37.49 

7.  58 

403, 525, 250. 28 

54.  62 

36. 30 

9.  08 

398, 287, 581. 95 

48. 98 

36. 34 

14. 68 

348, 519, 869.  92 

55. 97 

34. 88 

9.15 

323, 690, 706.  38 

56. 06 

34.  75 

9. 19 

336, 439,  727. 06 

57. 33 

34.71 

7.  96 

371,403,277.68 

58.50 

31.99 

9. 51 

379, 266, 074. 76 

57. 77 

32.  77 

9.46 

387, 050, 058. 84 

57.83 

33. 82 

8.35 

Net  ordinary 
expenditures. 


$72, 330,  437. 17 
66,  355. 950. 07 
60,  056, 754.  71 
62, 616, 055.  78 
456, 379,  896.  81 
694,  004, 575. 56 
811,283,  679. 14 
1,217,704.199. 28 
385, 954, 731.43 
202, 947,733. 87 
229, 915, 088.11 
190, 496,  354. 95 

164. 421.507. 15 
157, 583, 827.  58 

153. 201. 856. 19 
180,488,  636. 90 
194,118, 985.  00 
171,529,  848. 27 
164,857,813.  36 
144,  209,  963.  28 

134.463.452.15 
161, 619, 934.  53 
169, 090,062.25 
177, 142, 897.  63 
186,  904,  232.  78 
206, 248, 006. 29 
189, 547, 865.  85 
208, 840,  678.  64 
191, 902, 992.  53 
220, 190, 602. 72 

214. 938.951.20 
240, 995, 131. 31 


Grose— 


Receipts. 


$70,  372, 605. 96 
81,773,965.  64 
76,  841,407. 83 
83,371,640. 13 
581,680,121.59 
889, 379, 052.  52 
1,393,461.017.  57 
1,805,939,345. 93 
1,270,884,173. 11 
1,131,060,920. 50 
1.030,749,510. 52 
609,621,828.27 
C9G,  729, 973.  63 
652,  092, 468.  30 
679, 153,921.56 
54P,  669, 221.67 
744,  251,291. 52 
675, 971,  G07. 10 
691,  551,673.28 
630, 278, 167.  58 
662,  345,  079. 70 
1,066,634,827. 46 
545, 340,713.98 
474, 532, 826.  57 
524, 470,  974. 28 
954, 230, 145. 95 
555,  397, 755.92 
568,  887, 009.  38 
452, 754,  577.  06 
525,844,177. 66 
664,  288,  724. 76 
632, 161,408.84 


Expenditures. 


$82,  0G2, 186. 
83,  078,  642. 
77, 055, 125. 
85,  387,  313. 
565, 0G7,  563. 
899,  815,  911. 
1,295,541,114. 
1,90(5, 430,  331. 
1,139,344, 081. 
1,093, 079, 055. 
1,  069, 889,970. 
584, 777.996. 
702, 902,  842. 
691.  680, 858. 
682,  525,  270. 
524,  044,  597. 
724,  698, 933. 
682. 000,  885. 
714, 440, 357. 
565,  299, 898, 
590,  C41,  271, 
966,  393,  692 
700, 233, 238 
425,  805, 222 
529,  627, 739 
855, 491,967 
504, 646, 934 
471,  897,  288 
447, 699,  847 
539, 833,  501 
517, 685, 059 
618, 211,390 


74 

92 

65 

08 

74 

25 

86 

37 

95 

27 

74 

11 

88 

90 
21 

91 
99 
32 
39 
91 
70 
69 
19 

.64 
. 12 
50 
. 83 
.54 
.86 
.12 
. 18 
.60 


*The  estimated  revenue  from  ‘ ‘ customs  ” is  b^ecl  on  tnc  w iison  uiu 
the  estimate  “internal  revenue  **  includes  the  additional  tax  on  whisky, the  taxon  incomes,  S 

Committee  January3,  1894. 

NOTE. 


given  out  by  the  Way 


Revenue  derived  from : 

Customs  includes — 

Duties  on  imports, 

Tonnage  tax  and 

Sales  oT  unclaimed  merchandise.  , 

Internal  revenue-derived  from  spirits,  tobacco,  etc.,  and  rovonuo  trom 
Other  sources  embraces — 

Sales  of  public  lands. 

Direct  tax. 

Dividends. 

Revenues  from  District  of  Columbia. 


O 


Revenue  derived  from — Continued. 

Other  sources  embraces—  , 

Proceeds  10-ycar  funding  bonds  of  District  of  Columbia. 

Consular  fees.  , , . i 

Tax  on  circulation  of  national  banks. 

Sinking  fund  Pacific  railroads. 

Registers  and  receivers’  fees. 

Fees  on  letters  patent. 

principal  of  tho  public  debt  and  Premiums. 


J 

■ •• 

1 



• 

4 



- 

• m. 

t 

» 

• 

630, 247, 078. 16 
731,126, 376. 22 
684, 019, 289. 50 
773,  007,998. 99 

1890  

1891  

1892  

S 1893 

S Estimate, 

"Wil  ROTl 

229,  668,  584.  57 
219, 622, 205. 23 
177, 452, 964. 15 
203, 355, 016. 73 

142, 606, 705.81 
145, 686, 249. 44 
153, 971,072. 57 
161,027,623.93 

30, 805, 692. 25 
27, 403,  992.  64 
23,  613, 747.  52 
21,436, 988. 12 

403, 080,982. 63 
392, 612, 447.  31 
354, 937,784.24 
385, 819, 628.  78 

1 

i 56.98 
! 55.91 
50.00 
52. 71 

35.  38 
37. 11 
43. 37 
41.  74 

'7.64 
6.  98 
6.  63 

5. 55 

% 

201,637,202.65 
317, 825,  549. 37 
321,645, 214.  36 
356, 213, 562. 31 

648. 374, 632. 63 
1 765.821,305.06 
736, 401, 296. 24 
732, 871, 214.  78 

bill,  1893* 

127, 647, 232. 67 

206,  207, 623. 73 

21,436, 988. 12 

355, 291, 844.  52 

35.  93 

58. 04 

0.  U3 

i 

-vTifo  wArft  TnndA  nr  nroDOSed — for 

1Q27 
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Table  No.  2.— Customs  by  States.  Tables  of  Heceipts  from  and  Expenditures  for  Collecting  the  Revenue  from  Customs. 


Tables  showing  by  States  the  values  of  free  and  dutiable  imported  merchandise,  the  average  rate  of,  amount  of  duty  received,  the  expense  for  collecting 

the  same,  and  the  per  cent  of  expense  to  duty  received  for  the  fiscal  years  elided  June  SO,  1888  to  1892,  inclusive. 

[Note.— Tlio  data  of  receipts  from  ami  expenses  for  collecting  the  revenue  from  customs  were  derived  from  the  following:  Values  find 
iluties  are  taken  from  the  annual  reports  of  Commerce  and  Navigation — the  expenses  from  the  annual  Finance  reports,  compiled  by  Charles  H. 
Evans.  | 

N OTE.  — The  amounts  of  additional  or  penal  duty  and  internal-revenue  tax  are  not  included  in  the  computations  of  percentage  or  ad  valorem 
rates,  not  being  properly  custom  duties.  The  internal  revenue  included  in  the  customs  statement  is  the  tax  collected  on  domestic  products  re- 
turned to  the  united  States  after  having  been  exi>orted  (mainly  on  distilled  spirits). 

No.  1.— Alabama. 

[Customs  district, ^Mobile.] 


Fiscal  year  ended  June  30 — 


Value  of  imported  merchandise. 

Average 

Amount  of  duty  received. 

Per  cent 

Free  of  duty. 

Dutiable. 

ad  valo- 
rem rate 
of  duty. 

Regular. 

Internal  rev- 
enue tax  and 
penal  duty. 

Expense  of 
collecting 
the  revenue. 

of  ex- 
pense to 
duty  re- 
ceived. 

$54, 439. 00 

1 

1 

$21,398.05 

‘ Per  cent. 
46. 16 

1 

$9,  235. 05 

$13, 339.  22 

144.  44 

99,  675.  00 

25, 653.  50 

47. 06 

12, 071.17 

11,780. 85 

97.  59 

89,  669. 00 

10,057.20 

49.  60 

4, 988.72 

8, 53fk60 

171. 15 

73, 883. 00 

12,371.50 

59. 79 

7, 396. 52 

10, 837.  44 

146,  51 

152, 373.00 

j 15,047.70 

60.85 

9, 156.  54 

10, 777.58 

117.  71 

No.  2.— Alaska. 


12, 596.  00 

15,  615.  50 

23.  66 

$3, 694,  65 

$15,  250. 88 

9, 402. 00 

23, 406. 83 

15. 40 

3,  604.  83 

12, 496. 80 

2,382.50 

22, 195. 48 

23.  39 

5,192.  33 

15,  045.  96 

4,  583.  00 

18,  717. 25 

24. 77 

4,635.50 

13, 293. 80 

3, 856.  00 

19,  504.40 

22. 05 

4, 300. 13 

18,694.76 

412.  74 
346. 65 
289.  7d 

286. 75 

434.76 


No.  3.— Arizona. 


1,523,374.00 

§1892  ;::;;;;;;;:;::::::::: i,5i5,8ou.oo 


135. 907.00 

135.406.00 


27.45 
36. 91 


37, 302.  34 
49, 996. 40 


22,  470. 38 
29, 382. 13 


60.  24 
58. 76 


No.  4.— California. 


[Customs  districts,  Humboldt,  Los  Angeles.  San  Diego,  and  San  Francisco.] 


29,942,180.00 

31,367,185.50 

llZi 32,582.440.00 

35,961,393.75 

32,760,229.37 


29,  942, 180. 00 
31,367, 185.50 
32,  582.  440.  00 
35,961,393.75 

17, 147,178.29 
18,234, 471.74 
16,  S:i9,  585. 45 
15,  851,733.11 

53.34 
52. 89 
50. 05 
49.15 

9,145,  801.92 
9,  038,  377. 80 
8,  277,445. 80 
7, 791.664.12 

17  Q‘>Q  lil  4 1 M 

$147,990.  81 
119,  875.19 
122,710.56 
76,  808.  33 
74  325  15 

386,  862. 14 
431,285. 16 
419, 052.  85 
399, 153. 06 
409,  441.  56 

32, 766, 229. 37 

14, 633, 783.  25 

53. 49 

7,  o3o,  Oi*.  lo 

1 7)  UmV*  At/ 

No.  5.— Colorado.  [Denver,  port  of  delivery.] 


No.  6.— Connecticut. 

[Customs  districts,  Fairfield,  Hartford,  New  Haven,  New  London,  and  Stonington.]^ 


145,  G49. 97 
138, 946. 94 
99, 565. 27 
234, 274. 88 
333, 345.  37 


1 000,061.34  41.60  416,032.74 

88H.687.08  41.19  306,124.47 

1,007,068.65  36.61  368,717.56 

1, 095, 051,  25  43. 10  472,  013.  47 

1, 075,  962. 32  44. 79  480, 706.  30 


4, 556. 57 
2, 563. 92 
949. 37 
1,  366.  20 
368. 10 


38, 481.81 
31, 646.  59 
33,  492.  62 
36,187. 90 
32,  547. 39 


4.12 
4.48 
5.06 

5. 12 
5. 23 


15.996.61 

115,890.19 

45.84 

53, 123. 90 

AP.  Q1 

6,  529.  59 
C 849.06 

5, 640.64 
6,  222. 06 

10. 62 
9.39 

20, 050.  86 

129, 437. 23 

j ol* 

no  A(\o  (u\ 

11  597.79 

7,181.40 

7.22 

86,146.94 

249, 007.  39 

jy. 

in4  Q19 

5 500  30 

7,460. 49 

7. 32 

17,903.  40 

239, 674. 86 

4o. 

QO  Aun  14 

5 702. 48 

6, 907. 01 

8. 28 

38,922.00 

160,  676. 34 

51.  93 

\ 
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No.  7.— Delaware. 

[Customs  district,  Wilmington.] 


riacal  year  ended  Juno  30- 


Value  of  imported  merchandise. 

Averaire 

Amount  of  duty  received. 

Per  cent 

Free  of  duty. 

Dutiable. 

ad  valo- 
rem rate  i 
of  duty. 

Regular. 

Intenial-rcv- 
enue  tax  and , 
penal  duty. 

Expense  of 
collecting 
the  revenue. 

of  ex- 
pense to 
duty  re- 
ceived. 

$37. 897. 00 

$7,112. 00 

Per  cent. 
86. 20 

$6, 130.  68 

$7,  531.  77 

122.  85 

101,114. 00 

11,  663.  00 

96.  49 

11,157.  00 

7,  968.  08 

71.42 

167, 534.  00 

12,  235. 00 

52. 09 

' 6,  357. 92 

7,319.  86 

115. 13 

224,  058.  00 

36,  522. 80 

41.57 

15, 182. 15 

' $15. 79 

7i  240.  38 

47.  69 

201,884. 00 

17,650.00 

58. 51 

10,  282.  89 

7,  757. 17 

75.43 

No.  8.— District  of  Columbia. 
[Customs  district,  Georgetown.] 


20,  594.  00 
33, 046.  00 
55,  959. 00 

89. 858. 00 

75. 525. 00 


No.  9.— Dakota,  North  and  South. 


82,  549. 41 

35. 53 

29,  328. 54 

12. 54 

5, 909.  50 

20. 15 

161,074.  34 

38.  66 

62, 269. 25 

13.  32 

7,  272. 17 

11.  68 

209,  244.  90 

36. 99 

77,  394. 92 

82.  25 

9,160.89 

11.84 

206, 132. 41 

38. 03 

78,  388. 44 

261. 45 

10,  864. 52 

13. 86 

167,424. 79 

43.  98 

73,  647. 67 

38. 89 

11,534.21 

15. 66 

38,  313. 94 

59,  818.  21 

51. 76 

30,  962. 90 

170, 167. 49 

42, 127. 25 

26. 25 

11,059.  69 

2, 891.60 
16,  251. 39 


9. 34 
146.  94 


[Customs 


No.  10.— Florida. 

district,  Apalachicola,  Femandina,  Key  West,  Pensacola,  St.  Augustine,  St.  Johns,  St.  Marks,  and  Tampa.] 


97, 274. 51 
75, 629. 97 
117, 120.  23 
219, 486. 53 
102, 339. 27 


1,147,140.28  71.82 

1,385,603.40  70.86 

1,546,666.70  60.54 

1,869,702.44  ^5.25 

1,282,568.94  87.03 


823,513.09  346.77  75,211.14 

981,831.72  313.43  84,350.04 

1,075,597.57  904.12  107,878.71 

1,220,001.64  52.07  115,531.99 

1, 116,  278. 26  119)  030.  33 


No.  11.— Georgia. 

[Customs  districts,  Brunswick,  Savannah,  St.  Marys;  Atlanta,  port  of  delivery.] 


135. 369. 00 

303. 223.00 

352. 283. 00 

396. 627. 00 
244,365.  00 


198, 958. 57 
149,493. 75 
140,  654. 14 
150,  234.  62 
102, 095. 25 


66. 91 
44.  61 

41.92 
41.  52 
46. 15 


133,114. 07 
66, 885.  59 
58,  904.  50 
62, 389.  32 
47,124. 12 


9.  79 
2. 45 
54.  22 
127. 18 
5. 10 


No.  12. —Illinois. 

[Customs  district,  Chicago;  ports  of  deMvery,  Cairo,  Galena,  Peoria,  and  Kock 

3,085,280.00  10,341,750.00  45.28 

..  2.669,991.00  10,727,289.00  45.26  4,8u4,913.90 

:: 2,506,287.00  10,937,623.00  44.02  4, 815, 3 <6. 94 

3 636  200  00  11,953,451.00  46.  Oo  5,504,357.76 

3’ f.m’ 077!  00  11,614,000.34  55.08  6,306,790.09 


Island. 


^ 3,085,280.00 

2,506,287.00 

3,601,077,00 


45. 28 

45.  26 
44.02 

46.  05 
55. 08 


92,  310. 73 
47, 642.  54 
37, 457.  73 
55, 913. 55 
61,084.98 


32, 035.  58 
24. 482.  04 
23;  753.  71 
24, 539.  54 
23, 042.  38 


140, 768. 55 
143,296. 73 
139,  677.53 
137, 124. 39 
142, 470. 06 


9.13 
8. 59 
10. 03 
9. 47 
10. 66 


24. 06 
36. 60 
40.  28 
39. 33 
48. 90 


No.  13.— Indiana. 


9, 077. 00 
5 456.  00 

299, 273. 13 

43.84 

131,277.  33 

2,  661.96 

10, 620. 99 

281 i 448.  00 

40. 28 

118,  387.15 

2, 197.35 

9,  260. 94 

33, 506. 00 

365!  696.  00 

41.34 

151,165,41 

1, 253.  70 

lu,  u3u.  33 

13  496.  00 

390,  596. 95 

39.  77 

155,  369.  93 

607.  50 

10, 161. 05 

20, 546. 14 

336!  480.51 

65. 21 

185, 757.66 

1,633. 05 

10,453.  72 
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No.  14.— Iowa. 

[Customs  district  of  New  Orleans;  Burlington  and  Dubuque,  ports  of  delivery.] 


Value  of  imported  merchandise. 

Average 

Amount  of  duty  received. 

Per  cent 

Eiscal  year  ended  June  30— 

Free  of  duty. 

Dutiable. 

ad  valo- 
rem rate 
of  duty. 

Regular. 

Internal-rev 
enuetax  and 
penal  duty. 

collecting 
the  revenue. 

pense  to 
duty  re- 
ceived. 

1888  

$2, 071. 00 

Per  cent. 
' 57. 57 

$1,192.34 

$1,138.18 

95.48 

1889 

$6,  931.00 

5,  440.  00 

1 51. 75 

2, 815,  50 

687.  20 

24,40 

1890  

991.00 

16,  566. 92 

54. 45 

9,  020.  88 

754. 96 

8.  36 

1891 

413.  00 

21,  071.00 

64. 79 

13,  646. 18 

1,061.46 

7.  78 

1892  

2, 156.  00 

18, 730,  00 

57. 13 

10,  700.  33 

1,466. 60 

13.  71 

No.  15.— Kentucky. 

[Customs  district  of  New  Orleans;  Louisville  and  Paducah  ports  of  delivery.] 


1888 

458,301.00 

224,  613  86 

46. 19 

103, 749.  65 

$412, 504.16 

25, 141.43 

24. 23 

1889 

' 349, 115.  00 

236,  942. 00 

47.21 

111,  859. 91 

319,683.63 

31,  849.  30 

28;  47 

1800 

' 245,926.00 

268,  382.  00 

44. 28 

121,957.17 

203,  054. 40 

32,  533.  65 

26.  G7 

1891 

239, 481. 00 

221,263. 00 

44. 33 

, 98, 088. 40 

176,  037.31 

22, 871.74 

23.  32 

1892 

260, 485. 00 

204, 724. 00 

> 1 

56. 46 

i 1 

j 115,  587. 01 

1 

202, 289. 47 

1 1 

24,  885. 92 

j 21. 53 

1 

jTo.  16.— Louisiana. 

[Customs  districts,  New  Orleans  and  Teche,] 


5,  697, 669. 00 

5, 338,  904.  00 

51. 62 

2,  755, 875. 77 

2,  757.  75 

272, 342. 38 

9.88 

8,  323,  930. 00 

6, 126, 386. 00 

43.99 

2,  735,  306. 66 

3, 126,  73 

264,  737,  94 

9.  68 

8, 787, 220. 00 

5,  902, 391.00 

44. 12 

2,  603, 855. 78 

2, 3o5.  3d 

222, 865. 84 

8. 79 

13, 537, 553.  23 

5, 151,  751. 60 

39.  36 

2, 028, 834,  76 

1 974. 57 

218,  373. 17 

10.  76 

13, 822, 801. 00 

3, 578, 650.  00 

41.14 

1. 472,  300. 01 

1, 144. 79 

205, 784. 06 

13. 98 

No.  17.— Maine. 

dU«c«,  B„g»,  B..., 


iQQa  1,460,032.80 

iooQ 1,556,1U.00 

nil 1,301,799.50 

^892- 1,277,238.06 


2, 237, 045. 98  37.  89  836, 692.  57 

1,647,638.71  27.39  442,135.07 

1,  643,  640. 43  27. 22  441,  341 . 48 

1,  982, 782.  64  30. 99  606, 770. 24 

1,621,644.76  39.16  623,692.62 


583.94 

156, 526.  31 

246.  56 

133, 972.  90 

1,355. 40 

123, 960. 44 

11.  68 

114, 732.34 

11,861.89 

123,090.  56 

18.70 
30. 30 
28, 08 
18. 98 
19.73 


No.  18.— Maryland. 

[Customs  districts,  Annapolis,  Baltimore,  and  Eastern,] 


1888  

1889  

1890  


4,  549, 369. 00 

7,211,  111.  00 

39.31 

2, 834,  292. 41 

70, 365. 16 

7'  556i  942. 00 

7;  633, 188.  00 

36. 97 

2, 821, 224. 83 

25, 764.  09 

5’  073i  862.  00 

7,971,028. 95 

35. 38 

2, 818, 258. 47 

29,  388. 17 

fii  406^  382. 00 

11,168, 818.00 

82.60 

3, 639,  662. 44 

20,  794. 47 

ei  594i261.00 

6,710,832.00 

44. 99 

3,016,789.71 

22,  662. 57 

261,833. 40 
284, 179.  57 

269. 523.15 

276.691.15 
270,419. 99 


9. 23 
10.  07 
9.  56 
7.  60 
8. 96 


No  19.— Massachusetts. 


[Customs  districts, Barnstable,  Boston  and  CJarlesto^^^^^  Nantucket,  New  Bedford,  Newbury 


15, 762, 536.73 

40.  000,  330.  64 

46.19 

21, 210,392. 20 

108,810.  25 

811,349.  35 
702  749  56 

3. 82 
3. 38 

17, 032, 140. 00 

40. 063.153. 45 

42.42 

t)8n*  75 

u5,  IjMP. 

707  877. 44 

3.  00 

15, 298,  826. 50 

49, 018,594.32 

39.  52 

iv#,  34o,  GuO. 

*.<1- 

661, 415. 61 

3.  72 

30, 643,184.00 

42, 653, 555. 33 

41.  52 

17,  797, 07b.  48 

661  710.  87 

4. 59 

35, 971,918. 00 

34, 278, 149.66 

42. 07 

14,  400, 509.  59 

■im 
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Iable  No.  2.  Customs  by  States.  Tables  of  Receipts  from  and  Expenditures  for  Collecting  the  Revenue  from  Customs Cont'd. 

No.  20.— Michigan. 


Fiscal  year  ended  Juno  30 — 


Value  of  inii)orted  merchandise. 

Free  of  duty. 

Dutiable. 

$3,  456,  827.  00 
3, 550,  928.  00 

3. 493. 250. 00 

3. 501.244. 00 
3,  332,  529.  03 

$1,  752,  878.  54 
1,805,  337. 22 
1,773, 763. 14 
2, 486, 484.88 
1,693, 220.  60 

ad  vaio- 


Per  cent. 
28. 4C 
29.  69 
32. 20 
33.  69 
39.  00 


Amount  of  duty  received.  | 

Regular. 

Internal-rev-l 
emio  tax  and ; 
penal  duty,  i 

$498, 937. 02 
536, 056.  38 
571, 149.  70 
837,  740.  61 
660, 283.  do 

i 

$1,  993. 36 
2.  245.19 
327.  36 
1,  654.  33 
4,  417.  44 

I Per  cent 

Expense  of  ! of  ox- 
collecting i ponso  to 
the  revenue. ; duty  re- 
: coived. 


$122, 153.  36 
151,212. 25 
103,  522. 41 
133,  930. 47 
136, 552. 35 


24. 48 
28.21 
28.  63 
15.98 
20.  68 


No.  21.— Minnesota. 


1888  

ftno  oi 

1 ion  ooo  on  i 

1 

— 

1880  

.171  9QQ  OQ 

<U.  /i 

848,  487.  63 

XS)  co24  ' 

45, 1/ « . 52 

5. 32 

1890  

AAfi  IQ 

o o4 

20J,  073.  56 

18,  900. 75 

25, 789. 25 

12.  66 

1891 

GO 

4U.  4U 

241, 127.  75 

13,  529.  43 

58, 928. 65 

24. 44 

1892  

77C  Kan  ni 

4o.  UJ 

324,  901.  32 

12, 783. 68 

37, 945.  92 

11.68 



44.  t>4 

1 1 

345,  235.  07 

1 1 

6, 399.  28 

40, 740. 97 

11. 80 

[ 

No.  22. — Mississippi. 

[Customs  districts,  Natchez,  Pearl  River,  and  Vicksburg.] 


14, 962.  00 
8,  518. 00 

19,  230. 00 

9. 05 

1, 740.  78 

6. 637.15 

« Q7R  flA 

2, 443. 13 
2, 963. 12 
1,631.49 

1,447. 13 
10.15 
126.50 

117. 82 
31.  03 
64. 98 

1, 704. 87 
3. 15 
81.  62 

6, 132. 87 
5,  863. 11 
6, 280. 94 

381.22 


359. 70 


7, 684.  56 


No.  23.— Missouri. 


442  503.  00 

3, 93S,  955.  00 

43.  89 

1,728, 989. 83 

93, 612.60 

86,645. 95 

5. 01 

404  491.  00 

3i  472i  620.  GO 

39.19 

1,361,203.  76 

54,838.80 

St>,  s46,  23 

6. 30 

424  070  00 

3‘454, 169.  82 

42.18 

! 1,457,120.43 

37,  540. 58 

94, 889.  89 

6. 51 

683  668  00 

4,118,  244.  04 

40.  09 

1,  651,272. 24 

24,456.07 

100,  836.  43 

6. 11 

341,  859.  00 

2, 854, 133. 95 

50.  08 

1, 429, 484. 18  i 

30, 985. 72 

1 104,  895.  36 

i 

7. 34 

No.  24.— Montana  and  Idaho. 


6,  748. 00 

1,  413.  50 
1,778. 50 

24. 89 
20.  85 

352. 02 
370. 95 

2, 187. 16 
2, 389. 07 

21.00 
45, 220. 00 
8,  072.  00 

878. 00 
105, 006.15 
89,  709.  95 

20.  85 
30.  42 
32.97 

183. 05 
31,946.  27 
29, 579. 55 

1,  ol  < . oo 
3, 936.41 
7, 867.  84 

No.  25.— Nebraska. 


621.34 
643.95 
993. 77 
12.  32 
26. 60 


3 093.05 

39, 504. 00 

68. 98 

27,252. 90 

562.  81 

2, 691.43 

9.  88 

7 181.00 

141, 780. 13 

45. 92 

65, 105. 86 

3, 182. 66 

4,  173.  S3 

6. 41 

22  251.  00 

152, 891.06 

43.98 

67,  242. 14 

493.  67 

5, 168.  35 

7. 68 

41 ! 700.  00 

266i  132.  CO 

42. 92 

97, 061. 86 

969.  31 

6, 513. 73 

6.  71 

184, 240. 00 

230;  997. 60 

56. 34 

130, 145.  31  ! 

1,763. 71 

9, 642. 73 

7.41 

No.  26.— New  Hampshire. 
[Customs  district,  Portsmouth.] 


34,  327. 00 
29, 323. 00 
13,  728. 00 
11,718. 55 
6, 526. 72 


24,  866.  70 
50, 154.  00 
243, 949. 00 
124. 255. 45 
170, 127. 54 


25. 43 
24. 53 
31.  67 
51.  56 
57. 65 


6, 309. 07 
12, 227. 04 
77,  255.  36 
6-b  031.  36 
98,  023.41 


6, 503. 85 
4, 784. 33 
4, 165. 19 
5, 985.  39 
7, 698. 95 


103.09 
39. 13 
5. 39 
9. 35 
7.85 
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No.  27.— New  Jersey. 

[Customs  districts  Bridgeton,  Burlington,  Great  Egg  Harbor,  Little  Egg  Harbor,  Newark,  Pei-th  Amboy.] 


Fiscal  year  ended  June  30- 


Value  of  imported  merchandise. 

Average 

Amount  of  duty  received. 

Per  cent 

Free  of  duty. 

Dutiable. 

; ad  valo- 
rem rate 
of  duty. 

Regular. 

Internal-rev- 
enue tax  and 
penal  duty. 

XiXpUUHU  Oi 

collecting 
the  revenue. 

vA  ^ A. 

pense  to 
duty  re- 
ceived. 

$104, 565.40 

$222,355.00 

Per  cent. 
25. 59 

$56, 910.45 

$18, 598. 93 

32. 68 

105,419. 00 

227, 320. 00 

26.  28 

57,485. 59 

14,  461.85 

25. 15 

105, 087. 22 

137, 299.  50 

27.66 

37,  974. 07 

13, 242. 27 

34. 87 

90, 780. 00 

57, 564.00 

30. 10 

17,328.59 

13, 122.02 

75. 72 

80,  536.  00 

63, 128. 00 

24.  37  1 

15, 383. 63 

14, 260. 87 

92. 70 

No.  28.— New  York. 

[Customs  districts,  Albany,  Buffalo  Creek,  Capo  Vincent,  Champlain,  Dunkirk,  Genessee,  New  York,  Niagara,  Oswegatchie,  Oswego,  Sag  Harbor.] 


1888  163,778,186.90 

1889  165,702,488.00 

1890  177,310,877.71 

1891  249,558,609.18 

1892  301,770,543.09 


321,915, 660.  21 
326, 630, 670. 32 
345,  874, 061.75 
314,716, 201.42 
243, 358,  569. 16 


44.91  144,508,535.24 

45.09  147,281,392.41 

44. 70  154,  615, 832. 93 

47.06  148,211,563.65 

49. 42  120, 276, 418. 84 


$884,  668.  79 
640,  976. 25 
394, 437. 71 


3, 102, 087.  50 
3, 124,6‘.)9.8l 
3,  069,  453. 94 


387,843.59  3,085,897.20 

283,042.68  2,806,790.48 


No.  29.— North  Carolina. 

[Customs  districts,  Albermarle,  Beaufort,  Pamlico,  Wilmington.] 


1888 

! 66,653.85 

92,467.03 

51.09 

47,166.94 

j i 

19,999.05 

42.40 

1889 

95,245.76 

71, 398. 60 

41.  07 

29, 325. 23 

16, 212. 00 

55.28 

1890 

73, 696.  00 

105, 990.  08 

24.33 

25, 785. 67 

42. 04 

18,  204.36 

70.  60 

1891 

199, 229. 70 

44, 035.  65 

41. 80 

18, 407. 93 

8,912. 53 

48. 43 

1892  

164, 390.31 

24,  276.  37 

1 43. 16 

10, 477. 12 

16, 832. 34 

160. 66 

No.  30.— Ohio. 

[Customs  districts,  Cuyahoga,  Miami,  Sandusky;  Cincinnati  and  Columbus,  ports  of  delivery.] 


836, 306. 45 

2, 

722, 890. 54 

41.83 

1, 139, 114.  01 

530, 518. 49 

87, 840. 84 

7.71 

770,  589. 91 

2, 

579,  720. 71 

42. 40 

1, 093,  785. 63 

409, 209. 64 

93,403. 81 

8. 54 

611,592. 13 

3, 

018, 519. 11 

40.  66 

1, 227, 464. 43 

241,839.13 

117,  8U.41 

9.  60 

554, 238. 05 

3, 

007,483.84 

41. 79 

1,250, 762. 89 

202, 882. 80 

101, 182. 12 

8. 05 

633, 587. 43 

2, 

803, 857. 16 

48. 65 

1,364, 197. 12 

212, 905. 61 

83, 467. 09 

6. 12 

No.  31.— Oregon. 

[Customs  districts,  Oregon,  Southern  Oregon,  Willamette,  Yaquina.] 


27, 256. 53 

800,848. 68 

64. 25 

514, 533. 54 

296. 06 

41,  595.  58 

1, 417, 172. 99 

57.21 

810, 761. 85 

6,  070. 22 

71,680. 40 

1,052, 883. 30 

54. 16 

570,  235. 84 

270. 37 

166, 490.48 

1,126, 494. 40 

51. 49 

580,  066. 60 

363, 107. 76 

1, 109, 976, 31 

62. 70 

695, 965. 96 

554.20 

41,743. 98 
65,  275. 14 
49,  829,93 
87,  753.94 
51, 794. 79 


8.11 
8.05 
8. 74 
15. 13 
7.44 


Table  No.  2.  Customs  by  States.  Tables  of  Receipts  from  and  Expendituhes  fob  Collecting  the  Revenue  from  Customs— Cont’d. 

No.  33.— Rhode  Island.] 

[Customs  districts,  Bristol  and  Warren,  Newport,  Providence.] 


Fiscal  year  ended  June  30- 


Value  of  imported  merchandise. 

Average 

Amount  of  duty  received. 

Per  cent 

Free  of  duty. 

Dutiable. 

ad  valo- 
rem rate 
of  duty. 

Regular.  i 

internal-rev- 
enuo  tax  and 
penal  duty. 

Exuense  of 
collecting 
the  revenue. 

of  ex- 
pense to 
duty  re- 
1 ceived. 

$211,126.  00 

$500,  389. 18 

Per  cent. 
47. 15 

$235,  965.  99 

, $1,484.48 

$20, 708. 30 

8. 77 

159, 154.  00 

571, 917. 45 

50.  06 

286,  283.  76 

* 1,344.44 

20,  395. 34 

7. 12 

27.5,  334.  25 

598,  502.  24 

44.40 

265,  747.  98 

380.  37 

17,112.15 

6. 44 

698,  318.  00 

707, 519.  59 

45.  41 

321,269. 40 

1,246.  55 

21,035.  87 

6. 65 

292,  504.  00 

740, 167.  00 

48.  85 

361,591. 38 

1,  000.  80 

18, 979. 16 

5,25 

No.  34.— South  Carolina. 

[Customs  districts,  Beaufort,  Charleston,  Georgetown.] 


416,711.60 

124,898.  25 

62. 44 

77, 984. 15 

23, 108. 57 

674,  007.  00 

48,  623.  97 

58. 74 

29,  064.  77 

22. 076. 16 

643,  633.  00 

28, 151.85 

58.  87 

16,  573.  28 

3. 45 

20, 718. 82 

1,  017, 291.00 

63, 269. 00 

43. 49 

27,516. 94 

18,  994. 26 

897,  914.  00 

26,  968. 00 

62. 16 

16, 763.74 

18, 433.  06 

1 

No.  35.— Tennessee. 

[Customs  district  of  New  Orleans;  Chattanooga,  Memphis,  Nashville,  ports  of  delivery. 


29.  63 
77. 28 
125.01 
GO.  03 
109. 96 


1888  

7 438  35 

86  897  82 

49  79 

ORA  70 

7 RnR  on 

R 010  m 

3889  

13,  980. 73 

124  227  76 

48  48 

fiO  9Q9  QO 

11  1i7 

7 RRO  OR 

15.  72 

1890  

9^  417.  80 

119  436  73 

7 QQQ  in 

1 f I 

n AQA  71 

12.  i2 

1891 

^A  ^nn  no 

HR  00*>  OK 

11.  02 

1892  

21. 878. 00 

1 \}y  OO 

73  114  95 

70  fia 

40,  oo4.  Do 
KQ  1(^1  fiQ 

J.U,  092.  o2 

17  »;Qa  Rn 

7,  oo8. 17 

16.  37 

14.  02 

No.  30.— Texas. 

[Customs  districts,  Brazos  de  Santiago,  Corpus  Christi,  Galveston,  Paso  del  Norte,  Saluria.] 


g , ...  Ill  , I.  ■ . ■ 

1888  

5, 480, 020. 00 

857,  883. 25 

38.  79 

332, 704.06 

20, 981.54 

181,  672.  57 

54.  53 

7 333  266  00 

1,343,153. 45 

30.  63 

350, 188.  53 

21, 003.15 

167,171. 78 

47.  74 

1890  

8,  490, 206. 00 

978, 992. 46 

29.18 

285^645.03  i 

; 5, 787.  09 

1,55,911. 95 

54.  58 

1891  

7, 952,  967.  00 

1, 762,  387.59 

36. 85 

649,544.01  i 

12,  580.  54 

161,303. 19 

24. 83 

1 892  

9, 241,442. 00 

1,907,  648.  01 

47. 30 

903,546.43  ; 

18,  645.  60 

160, 896. 88 

17. 81 

1 

1 

No.  37 Vermont. 


1,606,461. 00 

4,075,826.00 

21.59 

879,  820. 95 

49.  35 

87, 928.  81 

10. 00 

1,741,499. 00 

3, 982, 287.  00 

20.  28 

1 807,  589. 37 

66. 98 

93, 314. 85 

11.  56 

i;  834,  283.  00 

3,  945,  965.00 

21.65 

854,487.  00 

112, 116. 29 

13. 12 

i;  682,730. 00 

3,  087,454.00 

24.  86 

767, 677. 37 

9. 19 

86,  432. 60 

11.26 

1,  523,  911.00 

3, 114, 033. 00 

26. 08 

812,  070. 72 

751.  08 

76,  289. 37 

9.  39 

No.  38.— Virginia. 


151,040. 00 

1 

447, 576. 00 

45.  78 

1 204,894.25 

87. 50 

38, 073.  92 

18. 58 

193,  341.  88 

77, 116. 80 

, 60.  76 

1 43,  213.  24 

33, 932. 32 

78.  52 

109,  064.  00 

99, 430. 47 

, 39. 41 

39, 183.  95 

29, 426. 46 

75. 09 

146,  296. 00 

41,249. 58 

41.  24 

17, 011.52 

30,  426. 08 

178. 85 

160,  919. 00 

135,  072.  04 

1 45. 32 

61,  218.  54 

33, 494. 90 

51.71 

No.  39.— Washington. 
[Customs  district,  Puget  Sound.] 


$181,186.  00 

$226,  224. 20 

70. 07 

$158,  504.  62 

! $43,751.93 

i 27. 01 

152, 791.  25 

208, 705. 10 

64.  90 

135,  443.  90 

! 28,251.75 

i 20. 86 

29, 305.51 

268,  701.  31 

46. 41 

124,  696.  20 

46, 080. 78 

36. 95 

147,168. 22 

330, 413. 03 

41.02 

135,  539.  52 

$1,091. 25 

55, 288. 82 

40.  71 

206,  293.  00 

367, 372. 10 

34.  87 

128, 124.  36 

61, 177.  26 

47.  75 

Ko.  40.— West  Virginia. 

[Customs  dustrict,  Now  Orleans;  Wheeling,  port  of  delivery.] 


Fiscal  year  ended  Juno  30 — 

Value  of  imported  merchandise. 

Free  of  duty. 

Dutiable. 

1888  

5840. 00 
2, 834. 00 

51, 537. 84 
786.  96 
7,  834. 50 
842.  00 
907.00 

1889  

1890  

1891 

1892  

Average 
ad  valo- 
rem rate 
of  duty. 


Per  cent. 
49. 36 
56. 95 
22. 05 
35. 00 
38. 79 


Amount  of  duty  received. 

Regular. 

Internal-rev- 
enue tax  and 
penal  duty. 

5759. 09 
448. 20 
1,726.  20 
294.70 
351.  85 

5950. 40 
2, 036. 70 

Expense  of 
collecting 
the  revenue. 


U,  280. 22 
1,  222. 14 
1, 106.61 
1, 159. 46 
1, 153. 21 


Per  cent 
of  ex- 
pense to 
duty  re- 
ceived. 


168.67 
272.78 
64.11 
393. 04 
327. 80 


Ol 


No.  41.— Wisconsin. 

[Customs  district,  Milwaukee,  Lacrosse. 


1888 

1889 

1890 

1891 

1892 


00,  698.  00 

621,  979. 00 

44.  21 

275, 006. 52 

1 

29, 493.53 

15, 048.82 

1 

5.47 

79, 518.  00 

693, 116. 31 

41. 92 

290,  .564. 44 

18,  539. 26 

16,  901.33 

5.82 

53, 497. 00 

754,709. 00 

38.70 

292,  043. 68 

7, 335. 25 

26,114. 37 

8. 94 

77, 125. 00 

1, 019, 418. 00 

38. 05 

387, 860. 26 

2. 231.88 

19,  309. 44 

4.  98 

118, 575. 00 

639,842.01 

53. 37 

341,482. 39 

625. 50 

25, 643. 22 

7.51 

Table  No.  3.— Customs  by  Fiscal  Years,  Receipts  from  and  Expenses  fob  Collecting  the  Same. 

Tables  showing  the  values  of  free  and  dutiable  imported  merchandise,  the  amount  of  duty  received,  the  expense  for  collecting  the  same,  also  the  percent-^ 
ages  for  collecting,  dutiable  value  to  total,  duty  received  to  total,  and  expense  to  total,  for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June  SO,  1888-1899,  xnclusxve. 

[Compiled  from  United  States  Treasury  reports,  by  Charles  H.  Evans.  See  note  on  Table  No.  2.] 


Geographical 

divisions. 

Value  of  imported  merchandise. 

Amount  of  duty  received. 

Exi>en8e  of 
collecting  the 
revenue. 

Per  cent. 

Free  of  duty. 

Dutiable. 

Regular. 

Internal- 
revenue  tax  and 
penal  duty. 

For  col- 
lecting. 

Dutiable 
value 
to  total 
value. 

Duty 
received 
to  total 
duty. 

Expense 
to  total 
expense. 

Fiscal  year  June 
SO,  1888. 

Eastern  States... 
Middle  States  . . . 
Southern  States . 
Western  States  . 
Pacitic  States  . . . 

Total  for  1888.. 

Fiscal  year  June 
SO,  1889. 

Eastern  States... 
Middle  States  . . . 
Southern  States . 
Western  States.. 
Pacific  States  . . . 

Total  for  1889.. 

Fiscal  year  June 
SO,  1890. 

Eastern  Stales. . . 
Middle  States  . . . 
Southern  States . 

$19, 220, 133. 00 
173,  584, 716. 30 
12, 580, 718. 31 
8, 556,  060. 32 
30,163,218. 53 

$53,838, 518. 79 
366, 517,  356.  78 
8, 561,503.  55 
21,  030. 528. 19 
18, 189,  866. 67 

$23, 585,  213.  52 
166, 181,588. 49 
4, 534, 091.  60 
9, 386, 313.  23 
9,  822, 594.73 

$115,484.  59 
1,  046, 903. 20 
445,  244. 81 
776, 635.  35 
148,286.87 

$1, 121, 498.43 
3,  904, 858. 40 

695. 654. 92 
519, 913.44 

487. 608. 93 

4.  76 
2. 35 
15. 34 
5.54 
4.96 

11. 50 
78.29 
1.  83 
4. 49 
3.  89 

11.05 
77.  83 
2. 12 
4. 40 
4. 60 

16.  66 
58.  03 
10. 34 
7.  73 
7.24 

244, 104, 852.  46 

468, 143,  773. 98 

213,  509, 801. 57 

2, 532,  454.  82 

6, 729,  534. 12 

3.15 

100.  00 

100. 00 

100. 00 

20, 657,373.94 
178,  887,  290. 08 
17, 472, 760.  26 
7, 986, 425.  85 
31,570,974. 33 

56, 203, 837. 69 
379, 030, 735. 49 
9,389,  380. 19 
20, 349, 051.  87 
19, 883, 756. 66 

22,696, 948.46 
172,403, 046. 89 
4. 420, 427. 99 
8,  593, 1C2.  04 
10,  588, 188.  38 

69,412. 12 
758, 938. 78 
357,313.  69 
563,605. 25 
125, 945.41 

986,  863.57 
3, 899,  502.16 
671,854. 73 
539, 182. 70 
537,308. 85 

4. 35 
2.26 
15.19 
6. 27 
5. 07 

11.  r>9 
78. 17 
1.94 
4. 20 
4.10 

10. 38 
78. 83 
2. 02 
3. 93 
4.84 

14.87 
58.77 
10. 13 
8. 13 
8. 10 

256, 574,  630. 46 

484,  856,767. 90 

218, 701, 773. 76 

1, 875,215. 25 

6, 634, 712.01 

3.03 

100.00  1 100.00 

1 

100.00 

18, 823, 536.  52 
187,991,980, 93 
18, 920, 679.76 

66,  457,  719.  64 
402, 702, 027. 95 
9,209,434. 26 

21, 353, 149. 83 
181,  754,703.71 
4,300,394. 57 

48, 337. 35 
480, 173. 52 
220,088.80 

998, 724. 13 
3, 862,  337. 19 
634, 556. 29 

4. 63 
2. 13 
14.76 

11. 12 
79. 34 
1. 82 

1 

9.48 
80.  67 
1.91 

15. 01 
58. 07 
9. 54 
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Table  No.  4.— Internal  Revenue,  by  States. 

Tables  skouxing.  by  States,  the  airwiint  of  revenue  received  and  the  amount  expended 
in  collectiny  the  internal  revenue,  with  the  per  cent  of  collecting  the  same,  for  the 
fiscal  years  ended  June  SO,  1S3S  to  1392,  inclitsive. 

[Note. — The  expeiiseH  for  collecting  the  revenues  as  appear  in  these  tables  em- 
brace the  salary  of  the  collectors,  depiitie.s,  clerks,  otlice  rent,  stationery,  etc., 
storekeepers,  and  gaugers,  or,  in  other  -w^ords,  the  amounts  as  distributed  among 
the  States.] 

rCompiled  from  the  annual  reports  of  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  by 

Charles  H.  Evans.] 


Xo.  1.— Alabama. 


Year. 

Receipts. 

Expenses. 

Per  cent 
collect- 
ing. 

Per  cent 
to  total 
receipts. 

Per  cent 
to  total 
expenses. 

1888  

$79. 617. 65 

$17,  550. 97 

22. 05 

.064 

.494 

1889  

92,  762. 36 

21,539. 33 

23.  22 

.070 

.573 

1890  

118,8<'0.50 

23,  009.  20 

19. 42 

.083 

.627 

1891 

93,  835.  50 

23,  511. 14 

25.  06 

.064 

.625 

1892  

106,  771. 14 

22, 981.50 

21.52 

.069 

.585 

Xo.  2.— Arkansas. 


1888 

106, 541.78 

28, 916.  79 

27. 14 

.085 

.813 

1889  

120, 719. 22 

31,653.  56 

26.  22 

.092 

.840 

1890  

119, 015.  70 

32,  991).  56 

27.73 

.083 

.896 

1891 

97, 639.  79 

32, 209.19 

32.  99 

.066 

.857 

1892  

95,718. 86 

32,  636.31 

34. 10 

.062 

.831 

Xo.  3.— California. 


1888  

1889  

1890  

1891  

1892  

2. 199.  415.11 
2, 097,  013.18 
2, 014.  ()21.90 
2, 080. 028. 00 
2, 280,933. 30 

109, 308.  61 
116,  784.  22 
111,  782. 13 
125, 901.  32 
144, 262. 45 

4.  97 
5.56 

5.  55 

6.  05 
6.  32 

1.  769  1 
1.602  ! 
1.412  , 
1.  424  ■ 
1.482  ; 

3. 075 
3. 103 
3. 036 
3. 348 
3.672 

Ko 

4.— Colorado 

(Colorado  and  Wyoming). 

1888  

280, 053. 19 

17,  425. 10 

6.  22 

.225  1 

.490 

1889  

294. 116. 03 

17.  981.67 

6.11 

.225  ' 

.479 

1890  

319,  224.  65 

19, 094.  96 

5.  98 

.519 

1891 

295, 622.  23 

22, 260.49 

7.  53 

.202 

.592 

1892  

323,  884. 20 

25, 152. 14 

7.  77 

.210 

1 

.640 

Xo.  5.— Connecticut  (Connecticut  and  Rhode  Island). 


1888  

804. 708. 30 

36, 062.  50 

4.43 

.047 

1. 014 

1889  

785,714.88 

37,040.39 

4.71 

.600 

.986 

1890 

813.  263. 98 

38.  328.  70 

4.71 

.570 

1. 041 

1891 

968,  936.  38 
930,  783.  02 

42, 910.  91 

4. 43 

.663 

1. 141 

1892 

42.  596.  58 

4. 58 

,605 

1,084 

No. 

6.— Florida. 

1888  

349, 335.  86 

12,810. 83 

3.  67 

.281 

.360 

1889  

1890  

424, 082. 75 
475,  382.  75 

13,  033.28 

14.  578.  39 

3.  07 
3. 07 

. 324 
.333 

. 344 
.396 

1891  

495, 881.64 

15,  578.  57 

3.14 

. 339 

.414 

1892  

465.  629. 67 

16,418. 72 

3.53 

.302 

.418 
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Table  Ko.  4.— Internal  Revenue,  by  States— Continued, 

Xo.  7,— Georgia. 


I 


Per  cent  Per  cent  Per  c«nt 
Year.  Receipts.  Expenses.  collect-  to  total  to  total 

ing.  receipts,  expenses. 

1888  $380,673.22  $80,928.82  21.26  .306  2.277 

1889  436.119.14  93,030.00  21.33  .333  2.4o3 

1890  555,085.14  96,620.80  17.41  .389  2.62d 

1891  569,950.91  99,731.54  17.50  .390  2.6o2 

1892  482,811.52  93,009.04  19.20  .313  2.367 


No.  8.— Illinois. 

1888  ! 30,130,995.31  314,967.60  1.01  24.235  8.581 

1889  31.007,419.79  295.649.87  .95  23.689  7.872 

1890  : 34, 87S,  691.  13  289, 292. 46  . 83  24. 461  7. 858 

1891  38,364,312.88  311,278.01  .81  26.270  8.2r7 

1892  36, 795, 338. 24  307, 835. 02  . 84  23. 915  7. 83a 

:So.  9.— Indiana. 

1 

1888  4,139,159.32  95,122.81  2.30  3.329  2.677 

1889  5, 788,  236.  34  106,  030. 44  1. 83  4. 422  2. 823 

1890  6,250,981.00  96,532.01  1.51  4.384  *..6*- 

1891  . 6.524.722.38  95.829.50  1.46  4.467  2.548 

I&02V 6,473,438.89  96,050.39  1.48  4.207  2.445 


No.  10.— Iowa. 

1888  518,911.17  37,849.23  j 7.29  1 .417  1.065 

1889  392,576.90  36,533.26  9.31  ^ .299  .972 

1890  ' 432,014.87  33,141.41  7.67  .303  .900 

1891  434.242.51  32,612.07  7.51  .297  .870 

189-1 . . I 478, 008. 40  31, 571. 18  6. 60  . 310  . 804 


No.  11.— Kansas. 

1888  193,  849. 15  j 16,  721. 28  8.  63  . 155  . 471 

1889  183.432.22'  17.118.33  9.  S3  .140  .432 

1890  . 190.593.29  17,947.74  9.13  .137  .488 

1891  196,829.39  18,709.51  9.51  ' .134  .497 

1890  290,501.40  18,581.75  6.40!  .188  .473 


No.  12.— Kentucky. 

1888  ' 14.182,687.12  638,216.02  4.50  11.407  17.959 

1889  1 10,910.814.76  725,325.35  4.29  12.919  19.315 

1890  ! 17.059.042.10  733,502.47!  4.30  11.963  19.927 

1891  t 15. 858, 707. 54  ! 713,721.50  j 4.50  i 10.859  18.978 

1892  '.I".i 21,813,851.01  718,003.83'  3.29  14.178  l8.2<o 


No.  13.— Louisiana  (Louisiana  and  Mississippi). 

1888  603,915.11  34,829.29  5.77  .485  .980 

1889  . 632.009.26  35,474.50  5.61  .482  .942 

1890  ....  699!  345. 86  34,969.12  5.00  .490  .950 

1801  . 644,809.35  34,689.70  5.38  . 441  .922 

1892  .'!’/.'.’.!*.’’"..--.'  734,832.29  114,154.49  15.53  .477  2.905 
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1888  $3,389,377.19 

1889  3,986,928.18 

1890  3,312,718.73 

1891  3.056,528.82 

1892  3,288,873.77 


1888  2,580,071.78 

1889  2, 424, 536. 26 

1890  2.307,125.97 

1891  2,314,575.93 

1892  2,462,209.61 


Expenses. 

Per  cent 
collect- 
ing. 

Per  cent 
to  total 
receipts. 

Per  cent 
to  total 
expenses. 

$117, 788. 16 

3.48 

2. 726 

3.^14 

123, 194.57 

3. 09 

3. 045 

3. 281 

126,  034. 56 

3. 80 

2. 323 

3.  424 

130, 328.  61 

4.26 

2. 093 

3. 466 

133,  880.  26 

4.07 

2. 137 

3. 408 

-Massachusetts. 

80,  568.  28  1 

3. 12 

2. 075 

2.  267 

79,609.48  1 

3.  28 

1.  852 

2.120 

74,  952. 46  t 

3.25 

1. 618 

2.  036 

75, 495. 29 

3, 26 

1.586 

2. 007 

78, 820. 24 

3. 20 

1. 600 

2. 006 

;No.  16.— Michigan. 


888  1,774,319.01  40,725.51 

889  1. 962, 397. 59  40, 773. 40 

1890  2,192,290.51  50,558.68 

1891  2,218,291.60  41,158.85 

1892  2,283,909.44  42,038.15 


No.  17.— Minnesota. 


1888  510,492.15 

1889  1,377,796.84 

1890  3, 096, 097. 15 

1891  2,748,260.21 

1892  2,272,427.38 


No.  18.— Missouri. 


1. 519 
1,484 


1.146 
1.086 
1.373 
1. 094 
1. 070 


20,  595. 82 

4.04 

.410 

29, 048,11 

2.11 

1.052 

38,  553.  24 

1.  25 

2.171 

39,144. 17 

1.42 

1. 881 

38,  727. 44 

1.  70 

1. 477 

.580 
,774 
1.  047 
1.  041 
.986 


7, 910,  083.  57 

123,003, 49 

1. 56 

6.  362 

3. 461 

7, 730,  608. 20 

122,  057. 21 

1.  58 

5.  906 

3. 250 

8, 062, 294. 29 

120,  441.  94 

1. 49 

5.  654 

3.  272 

7, 694, 102. 87 

119,  868. 97 

1. 56 

5. 268 

3.187 

8,  521,216. 60 

128,  333. 07 

1. 51 

5. 384 

3. 266 

No.  19.— Montana  (Montana,  Idaho,  and  Utah). 


1888  

145, 835.  38 

21,  654. 92 

14. 85 

.117 

.610 

1889  

162,  642. 81 

21, 727. 03 

13.  36 

.124 

.579 

1890  

179, 464. 22 

22, 181.09 

12. 36 

.125 

.602 

1891 

152, 6C5. 48 

21,  719. 19 

14.23 

.104 

.578 

1892 

195,  751. 86 

22, 429.  66 

11. 46 

.127 

.571 

Ko.  20.— Nebraska  (Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota),  skdce! 


2, 778,  269.  38 

45,  390.  75 

1.64 

2. 234 

2,  248,  624. 19 

41,229.  64 

1.83 

1.717 

2, 969, 745. 17 

45, 094. 49 

1.52 

2. 082 

3, 255,  331.93 

50, 469. 69 

1. 55 

2.  229 

4, 898,  588.  64 

57, 633. 88 

1. 18 

3, 183 

1. 146 
1. 098 
1. 225 
1. 342 
1. 467 


1 


f 
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Table  No.  4.— Internal  Kevenue,  by  States -Continued. 


No.  21.— NE^y  Hampshire  (New  Hampshire,  Maine,  and  Vermont). 


Year. 

Receipts. 

Expenses. 

Per  cent  | 
collect-  ! 

1 

Per  cent 
to  total  1 
receipts. 

Per  cent 
to  total 
expenses. 

1888 ■ 

$466,  094. 36 

$18, 163. 52 

3.89  ' 

.375 

1 .511 

1889  

469, 351.54 

18,  562.  93 

3. 90 

. . 358 

.490 

1890  

517, 992.  05 

18,  373.  44 

3.  55 

.363 

! .499 

1891 

463, 509. 99 

18, 341.21 

3,  90 

, .317 

1 .487 

1892  

546, 770. 58 

25,  C35. 17 

4.  69 

! .355 

1 

i .652 

No.  22.— New  Jersey. 


( 


1888 

1889  

1890  

4,  072,  240.  48 
4.  319,  618.  58 
4,  206,  722. 98 

59,  571.91 
62.  302.  27 
59, 442. 25 

60,  398. 72 
G2,  957. 61 

1.46 
1.41 
1.41 

1.47 
1.44 

3.  275 
3. 300 
2.  950 
2.810 
2. 850 

1.676 
1. 632 
1.615 
1. 606 
1.602 

1891  

1892  

4, 104,879. 32 
4, 385, 011.37 

No.  23.— New  Mexico  (New  Mexico  and  Arizona).  y 

1888 

59, 055. 19 

13,  Oil.  25 

22.  03 

.047 

.366 

1889 

59, 062.  67 

12,844.  78 

21.75 

.045 

.342 

1890 

59,410.  68 

11,811.99 

19. 88 

.041 

.321 

1891 

35, 689. 97 

11,  723. 49 

32. 85 

.024 

.312 

1892  ... 

39,  778. 14 

10,  29U.  50 

25.87 

. 025 

.274 

No.  24.— New  York. 


1888 

15,  417, 202.  95 

15,  648,  675.  01 

16,  224,  321. 98 

293,983.46 
299,  723.  04 

1.91 

1889 

1 92 

1890 

291.572.58 

1.80 

1891 

16,  565,  328.  45 
17, 670, 978.  82 

296. 809.17 

1.79 

1892 

305,  965. 70 

1.73 

No.  25.— North  Carolina. 


1888  

; 2,185,168.75 

274,574.46  ' 

12.11 

1.757  ' 

7.  726 

1889  

' 2, 467, 150.  27 

316,233.42  , 

12. 82 

1.884 

8.421 

1890  

i 2, 759,  504. 01 

285,101.87  : 

10. 33 

1.935 

7. 745  - 

1891 ' 

1 2,  487, 996.  79 

318,796.33  ! 

; 12. 81 

1.703 

8. 477  i 

1892  

I 2,  383,  656.  85 

1 

341,211.  39 

1 14.31 

1 

1.  549  , 

8.  684  f 1 

No.  26.— Ohio. 

• 

A 

1 

1888  

12, 446, 312. 98 

265,415.  23 

! 2.13 

10.011  ^ 

' 7.468 

1889  

11,566, 727. 51 

253,  827. 99 

i 2.19 

8. 836  ' 

6. 759 

1890  

13, 430,972.  74 

224,  CM.  70 

; 1.67 

; 9.419; 

6. 102 

1891 

14, 355, 266. 61 

230, 238.  59 

1.60 

' 9. 830  : 

6. 122 

1892  

12, 921, 175. 43 

228,  894. 92 

1.77 

8. 398  ' 

5.826 

I 

No.  27.- 

-Oregon  (Oregon,  Washington,  and  Alaska). 

1 

1888  

176, 235. 93 

16,919.37  1 

9. 60 

1 .141 

1 

. 476  i 

1889 ! 

226,  524. 99 

18,77:1.30  | 

8.29 

.173 

.500  I 

1890 i 

322,  356.  99 

19,155.30  1 

5. 94 

.226 

.520 

1891 

363, 882. 76 

20, 794.  22 

5. 71 

.249 

.553 

1892  

379,  876.  04 

24,  358. 25 

6. 41 

.246 

.620  1 

1027 


i 


61 


Table  No.  4.— Internal  Revenue,  by  States— Continued. 
No.  28.— Pennsylvanu. 


Year.  1 

I Receipts. 

Expenses. 

Per  cent 
collect- 
ing. 

Per  cent 
to  total 
receipts. 

Per  cent 
to  total 
expenses. 

1888  ■ 

$8, 317,  359. 74 

$321,627. 35 

3.87 

6. 689 

9. 050 

1889  ' 

8,  520,  796, 56 

326, 301. 36 

3,83 

6.  509 

8. 689 

1800  

1 9,  732,  217. 25 

323,  515. 85 

3.32 

6. 825 

8. 788 

1891 

! 10, 334, 524. 10 

338, 970. 02 

3. 28 

7.  076 

9. 013 

1892  

11,159,407.21 

338, 453. 46 

3. 03 

7,  253  ; 

8. 614 

No.  29.— South  Carolina. 


1888  

102, 456. 19 

27, 295. 81 

26.64 

.082 

.768 

1889  

81,722. 51 

26, 449. 16 

32.  36 

.062 

.704 

1890  

94, 597.  03 

24,  882.  55 

26.  30 

.066 

.676 

1891 

72,599.75  i 

28, 060. 19 

38. 65 

.049 

.746 

1892  

71, 812.  85 

29,  C70. 04 

41.32 

.046 

.755 

No.  30.— Tennessee. 


1888 i 

1 1, 009, 290. 34 

99,913. 32 

9.  90 

.811 

2.811 

1889  

1, 066.  335.  77 

113,  214.  54 

10. 62 

.814 

3. 015 

1890  

1,160,  387.  52 

122, 869. 83 

10. 59 

.813 

3.  338 

1891 

1,276,123. 09 

117, 081.  23 

9. 17 

.873 

3. 113 

1892  ; 

i 

1 

1,278, 862. 03 

111,  089. 25 

8. 69 

.831 

2. 827 

No.  31.— Texas. 


1888  

211,927. 37 

39, 822.  36 

18. 79 

.170 

1. 121 

1889 ! 

228, 117.  52 

39,  612.  04 

17.  36 

.174 

1.  048 

1890  

263,  384. 10 

39, 245. 83 

.184 

1. 066 

1891 ' 

239, 147. 41 

1 37,  003.  55 

15. 72 

.163 

1.  000 

1892  

306,  375.93 

40,965.68 

13.40 

.199 

1.043 

No.  32.— ViRQINU. 


1888  

3, 253,165. 72 

152,950.29 

4.  70 

2. 616  1 

4.  304 

1889  

3,  303,626. 48 

165, 878.  03 

5. 02 

2.523 

4.  417 

1890  

3, 516, 195. 49 

142,  392.  62 

4.05 

' 2.465 

3. 868 

1891 

3;  208;  066.  34 

136, 798. 48 

4.26 

2. 196  ' 

3. 638 

1892  

2,  915,412. 52 

145, 696. 26 

5 

, 1. 894 

3.  708 

No.  33.- 

West  Virginia. 

1888  

565, 278. 60  ' 

29, 994. 02 

5.31  ' 

.454 

.844 

1889  

781,663.47 

34, 250. 47 

1 4.38 

.597 

.912 

1890  

904, 069.  97 

36, 566. 67 

1 4.04 

.634 

.993 

1891 

842,  076. 87 

35,  566. 58 

4.  22 

.577  i 

.945 

1892  

807,  588. 36 

36;  571. 88 

j 4. 53  1 

.524 

.931 

No.  34.— Wisconsin. 


1888 

2.  085,446, 09 

60,113.11 

2. 02 

2. 401 

1.692 

1889  

3. 090.49.5. 92 

62,  472. 50 

2. 02 

2.  365 

1.664 

1890  

3, 342, 653.  .37 

62, 003.  65 

1.85 

2.  344 

1.684 

1891 

3,610.677. 22 

62, 427.45 

1.72 

2. 478 

1. 660 

1892  

3,  794,  699. 38 

62,  034.  04 

1.64 

2. 466 

1.580 
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Table  No.  4.— Internal  Kevenue,  by  States— Continued. 


Aggregate  Receipts,  etc.,  by  States  and  Ti^rritories. 


Year. 

1 

Receipts. 

, Expenses. 

1 

1 Per  cent 
collect* 
ing. 

Per  cent 
to  total 
receipts. 

Per  cent 
to  total 
expenses. 

1888  

1889  

1890  

1891  

1892  - 

$124,326,451.50 
130,  894,419. 70 
142, 587, 188.  07 
146,  035, 184. 01 
153, 856, 885. 85 

$3,  553, 792.  24 
3,  755.  279. 47 
3,  681.  284.  54 
8,  760, 737.  51 
3, 928, 970.  85 

2. 

2. 87 
2.58  ' 
2.  58 
2.  55 

Table  No.  6.— Internal  Revenue,  by  Fiscal  Years. 

Tables  showing  the  amount  of  revenue  received,  the  amount  expended  in  collecting 
and  the  percentages  for  collecting,  receipts  to  total,  and  expense  to  total  for  the  years 
ending  June  $0,  1SS8  to  1S9^,  inclusive. 

[Compiled  from  the  annual  reports  of  the  Commissioner  ol  Internal  Revenue  by 
Charles  H.  Evans.  See  note  on  Table  No.  4.] 


Geographical  divi- 
sions. 

Per  cent — 

Receipts. 

Expenses. 

For  col- 
lecting. 

1 

To  total 
receipts. 

To  total 
expenses. 

Fiscal  year  June 

i 

1 

30,  1888. 

i 

Eastern  States 

' $3,851,774.44 

$134,  794. 30 

3. 50 

3. 10 

3.  79 

Middle  States 

31, 196, 186. 36 

792,  970.  88 

2.51 

25. 09 

22. 31 

Southern  States 

23,030, 057. 77 

1,437.802.98 

6.21 

18.  52 

40. 46 

Western  States 

63,  872,781.89 

1,  061,  996. 10 

1.66 

51. 38 

29.  89 

Pacihc  States 

2,  375, 651.04 

126,  227. 98 

5.31 

1. 91 

3. 55 

Total  United 

100.  00 

100.  00 

States,  1888. 

124.  326,  451. 50 

3,  553,  792.  24 

2.86 

Fiscal  year  June  SO, 

1 

1889. 

Eastern  States 

3,  679, 602. 68 

135, 212. 80 

3.  67 

2.  81 

3. 60 

Middle  States 

32.476.  018. 33 

811,521.24 

2.  50 

* 24.81 

21.  61 

Southern  States 

26,  545, 123.  51 

1,  615,  693.  68 

6.  09 

20.28  ! 

43.02 

"Western  States 

65,  870. 137. 01 

1,  057,  294.  23 

1.61 

00.  3Z  ' 

28. 16 

Pacific  States 

2, 323, 538. 17 

135, 557. 52 

5, 83 

1.  (8 

3. 61 

Total  United 

100.00 

100.00 

States,  1889. 

130,  894. 419.  70 

3, 755,  279. 47 

2.87 

Fiscal  year  June  SO, 

1 

1890. 

Eastern  States 

3,  638,  382.  00 

131,654. 60 

3. 62 

2.  55 

3. 58 

Middle  States 

33, 475,  980. 94 

800,  565.  24 

2.  39 

] 23.48  ^ 

21.  75 

Southern  States 

27,  725,  410. 17 

1,  586,  858. 91 

5. 72 

19. 44 

43. 11 

Western  States 

75, 410,  433. 07 

1, 031,268. 36 

1.37 

52. 89 

28.00 

Pacific  States 

2,  336, 981.  89 

130,  937. 43 

5.  60 

1.  64 

3.  06 

Total  United 
States,  1890. 

1 

1 142,  587, 188.  07 

3,  681,284.54 

2. 58 

100. 00 

100. 00 

1027 


63 

Table  No.  5.— Internal  Revenue,  by  Fiscal  Years— Continued. 


Geographical  divi- 
sions. 

Per  cent — 

Receipts. 

Expenses. 

For  col- 
lection. 

To  total  1 
receipts. 

To  total 
expenses. 

Fiscal  year  June  SO, 
1891. 

Eastern  States 

$3,747,022.  30 

$136, 747.  41 

3.65 

2. 57 

3.  63 

Middle  States 

34,  061,260. 69 

826, 506. 52 

2.  43 

23. 32 

21.98 

Southern  States-  — 

25, 887, 434.  08 

1,593,  348.06 

6. 15 

17.  73 

42. 37 

Western  States  .... 

79,  894,  955.  28 

1,  057, 439.  98 

1.  32 

54. 71 

28. 12 

Pacific  States 

2, 444, 510. 76 

146,  695.  54 

6. 00 

1.67 

3. 90 

Total  United 

2.  58 

100. 00 

100.00 

States,  1891 . 

146, 035,184. 01 

3, 760,737.  51 

Fiscal  year  J une  SO, 
1898. 

Eastern  States 

3,  939,  763. 21 

147, 051.99 

3. 73 

2.  56 

3.  74 

Middle  States 

36,  504,  271.67 

841,257. 03 

2.30 

23.74 

21.41 

Southem  States.... 

31, 463,  323.  63 

1,702,408.  39 

5.41 

20. 44 

43. 34 

Western  States  .... 

79, 288, 718.00 

1, 069,  632.  74 

1. 35 

51.  53 

27.22 

Pacific  States 

2,  660, 809.  34 

168,  620.  70 

6. 33 

1. 73 

4.29 

t 

Total  United 
States,  1892. 

153,856, 885.  85 

3, 928, 970.  85 

2. 55 

100. 00 

100.00 

1027 


« • 


Table  No.  G.— Customs  and  Internal  Kevenue. 

Tables  shou'inq  the  amount  of  revenue  received  and  the  amount  expended  in  collecting  the  same,  teith  receipts  and  total  expense, 

also  the  per  cent  for  collecting  from  each  source,  for  each  fiscal  year  ending  June  SO,  1888-189,^,  inclusive, 

[Compiled  from  tlio  I'inaiico  Keports,  United  States  Treasury,  by  Charles  H.  Evans.  See  notes  on  Tables  Nos.  2 and  4.J 


Geographical 

divisions. 

Customs. 

Internal  revenue. 

Total. 

Per  cent  of 
total — 

Per  cent  for  col- 
lecting— 

Peccipts. 

Expense. 

lieceipts. 

Expense. 

1 

Kecoipts. 

Expense. 

Pe- 

ceipts. 

Ex- 

pense. 

Cus- 

toms. 

Internal 

revenue. 

Fiscal  year  June 
SO,'  1388. 

Eastern  States 

Aliddle  States 

Southern  States. .. 
AVestern  States . .. 
Pmulle  State.s 

$23,585,  213.52 
106,181,588.40 
4,534, 001.  GO 
0,380,313.23 
9.  822,  594. 73 

$1,  121,493.  43 
3,  904,858.40 
695,  654. 92 
519,913.  44 
487,  608.  93 

$3,851,774.  44 
31, 196, 186.  36 
23,  030,  057.  77 
63,872,  781.89 
2,  375,  651.  04 

$134,  704.  30 
792,  070.  88 
1,437,  802.98 
1,061.906.10 
126,  227.  98 

$27,  430,  987.  96  ' 
197, 377,774.85 
27,504.149.  37 
73, 259,  095. 12 
12, 198,  245.  77 

$1,250,  292.  73 
4,  697,  829.  28 
2,  133,  457.  90 
1,  581,  909.  54 
613,  836.  91 

8.12 
58.  42 
8. 16 
21.69 
3.  61 

12.  22 
45. 68 
20.  75 
15.  38 
5.  97 

4.  70 
2.  35 

15.  34 

5.  54 
4.90 

3.  50 
2.  54 
0.24 
1.6G 
5.  31 

U'-'i:*]  United 
.Tates. 1888  . 

213,  509,  801.57 

0, 729,  534. 12 

124, 326,451.  50 

3,  553, 792. 24 

337,  836,  253. 07 

10, 283,  320.  36 

100.  00 

100. 00 

3.15 

2.  86 

Fiscal  year  June 
JSSO. 

Eastern  States 

IMiddle  States 

Southern  States  .. 
AVestern  States ... 
Pacifica  States 

22,  606, 948.  46 
172,403,046.  89 
4,420,  427.  99 
8,  593,162. 04 
10, 558, 188.  38 

986,  803.  57 
3,  899,  502. 16 
671,854.  73 
539, 182.  70 
537,  308.  85 

3.  679, 602.  68 
32, 476,  018.  33 
26, 545, 123.51 
65,  870,137.01 
2,  323,  538. 17 

135,  212.  80 
811,521.24 
1,615,  693.68 
1,057,  294.23 
135,557.  52 

26,  376,5.51.14 
204,  879,  065.  22 
30,  965,  551.  50 
74,  463,  299.  05 
12.911,726.55 

1,122,  070.  37 
4,711,023. 40 
2,  287.548.41 
1,596,  476.  93 
672,  866.  37 

7. 54 
58.  GO 
• 8.86 
21.30 
3. 70 

10.  80 
45.  34 
22.  02 
15.  36 
0.  48 

4.35 
2.20 
15.19 
6.27 
5.  07 

3.  67 
2.  50 
6.  09 
1.01 
5.  83 

Total  United 
States,  1889  . 

218,  701,773.76 

6. 634,712.  01 

130, 894,419. 70 
1 — . 1 1 » « 

1 

1 3,755,270.47 

:U9,  596, 193.  46 

10,389,991.48 

100.  00 

100.  00 

3. 03 

2. 87 

. ',A. 


- A 


■ 


A 


TUcal  year  June 
SO,  1890. 

0 Eastern  States... 
Middle  States.... 

1 Southern  States  . 
J \V  ostern  States . . 
^ Pacific  States  . . . - 


Total  United 


Fiscal  year  June 
SO,  1891. 

Eastern  States  — 

Middle  States 

Southern  States.. 
■\Vestern  States.. 
Pacific  States 


21,353,140.  83 
181,  754,  703.  71 
4,  300,  394.  57 
8,  931,257.  37 
8,  977,  570. 17 


998, 724.13 
3,  862, 337.19 
634, 556.  29 
625,  897. 27 
530, 009.  51 


20, 028, 838. 32  925,  780. 77 

172,  640, 123. 08  3,  899, 689.  54 

' ^c\/%  sc%f\  i?0 


4,176, 321.47 
10, 433,  497.44 
8,511,905.  74 


Total  United 


Fiscal  year  June 
30,  1893. 

Eastern  States. ...  16, 776,  594. 02 

Middle  State.s 132,814,880.09 

Southern  States  ..  3,811,037.07 

AV^eatern  States. . . 11, 038, 148.  78 

l*acifio  States 8, 657, 004.  63 

Total  United 


626, 480.  68 
584, 823. 79 
555,489.  62 


3,  638,  382.  00 
33,  475, 980. 94 
27,  725, 410. 17 
75,410, 433.  07 
2, 336, 981.89 


131,  654. 60 
800,  565. 24 
1,  586,  858.  91 
1,031,268.  30 
130, 937.  43 


920,  322.  30 
3,  585,  300.  83 
629,111.85 
615,  741  07 
541, 108. 37 


3, 747, 022.  30 
34, 061.  260. 69 
25,  887, 434. 98 
79,  894,  955. 28 
2,444,510. 76 


136, 747.41 
826,  506. 52 
1,593, 348. 06 
1,057,439. 98 
146, 695.  54 


3, 939, 763. 21 
36,  504,271.67 
31,463, 323. 63 
79, 288,718. 00 
2,  660, 809.  34 


147,051.99 
841,257.  03 
1,702,  408. 39 
1,069,632.  74 
168,  620. 70 


24,991,531.83  1,130.378.73 

215,  230,  684. 65  4, 662, 902. 43 

32, 025,  804.  74  2,  221.  415.  20 

84,  341,  690. 44  1,  657, 165. 63 

11,314,552.06  660.946.94 


23, 775,  860. 62 
206, 701,383.77 


1,062,  537. 18 
4,726, 196.  06 


30, 063, 756. 45  2, 219, 828. 74 

90,  328, 452. 72  1, 642, 263.  77 

10,056,416.50  702,185.16 


20,710,357.23  1,067,374.29 

169,319,157.76  4,420,557.86 

35,  274,  300.  70  2,  331,  520.  24 

90, 326,  866.  78  1, 685,  373.  81 

11,317,813.97  700.729.07 


0. 79 

10. 04 

4.63  1 

58.  50 

4.5. 13 

2. 13 

8.71 

, 21.50 

14. 76 

22. 92 

16.  04 

7.01 

3.08 

6.39 

i 5. 90 

100.00 

100.  00 

2.  95 

0. 57 
57.13 
8.31 
24.  96 
3-03 


10. 27 
45. 65 
21.44 
15.  86 
0. 78 


4.C2 
2.  26 
15 

5. 61 
6.53 


100,00 

100.  00 

3.05 

2.  58 

6. 34 

10. 44 

5. 49 

j 

3. 73 

51.79 

43.  31 

2. 70 

2.  30 

10.  79 

22. 81 

10.  50 

5.41 

27.62 

16.  49 

5.  58 

].  35 

3.  46 

6. 95 

6.  25 

0.  33 

100.  00 

1 

100.  00 

3. 63 

2.  55 

Table  Ko.  7.— Customs  and  Internal  Kevknue  by  Divisions. 

Tames  showing  the  c«nf 

[Compitccl  irom  the  i'inuuce  Keporte,  United  State*  Treaeury,  by  Charles  H.  Eran*.  See  note*  on  Tables  N.s,.  2 and  4.  ] 

Eastern  States. 


fMaine,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts,  Khmlo  Igtaiid,  and  Coni>ecticut.} 


1888 

1889  

1890  

1891  

1892  


Fiscal  year 

Custom.^. 

Internal  revenue. 

Total.  j 

1 

Pct  cent  of 
total.  1 

l»er  cent  for  col- 
lecting— 

emliiijl 
d uuo  30 — 

Kcceipts. 

Expense. 

Eeceipts. 

Expense. 

Keceipts. 

Expense. 

Re-  1 
ceipts. 

Ex-  1 
pense. 

Cus-  ! 
toms.  1 

1 

Internal 

rovcmie. 

1888 

1889  

1890  

3891 

1892 

$23,585,213.52 
22.  ()90.  918.  40 
21,353,  149.83 
20,028.838. 32 
16,  770.  5<»4.02 

$1,121,498.  43 
980  803.57 
998,724. 13 
925. 789.  77 
920,  322.  30 

$3,851,774.  44 
3,  079,  002.  08 
3.  638,  382.  00 
3,  747, 022.  30 
■ 3,939,  703.  21 

$134,  794.  30 
135,212.  80 
131,  054.00 
130,747.41 
147,  051.  mi 

$27, 430,  987.  90 
20,  37(5,551.  14 
24,991.531.83 
23,  775,  HOO.  62 
20,  710,  357.  23 

$1,256,  292.  73 
1,122.070.  37 
1,  130.378.  73 
1.002,537.  18 
1,007,  374.29 

8.12 
7.54 
0.79 
0.  57 
6.  34 

12.  22 
10.  80 
10.  94 
10.27 
l(t  44 

4.  70 
4.  35 

4.  03 
4.02 

5.  49 

3.  50 
3.07 

3.02  O 
3. 05  Ci 
3.  73 

Total,  fire 
year.s  . - . 

104,  440,  744.15 

4,  953, 198. 20 

18,  856,  544.  a3 

085,  401.10 

123,  297,  238.  78 

5,  038,  059.  30 

7. 07 

10.  93 

4.  74 

3. 63 

Total,  five 
yoara  ... 


Middle  Statp:s. 

[New  York,  New  Jersey,  roimsylvania,  Delaware,  iMaryland,  District  of  Columbia.] 


1G6,  181,588.  49 
172,400,040.  89 
181,754,703.71 
172,  040, 123.  08 
132,814,880.  («) 


3.  t)04,  858.  40 
3,  899,  502.10 
3,802,  337.19 
3,  899,  089.  54 
3,  585,  300.  83 


31,190,180.30 

32,  470,018.  33 

33,  4T:>,  980,  94 

34,  001, 20).  09 
30, 504,271.07 


825,  794,  348.  26  19, 151, 0S8. 12  107, 713, 717.  99 


792,  970.  88 
811,521.24  ! 
SiiO,  505.  24  j 
820,  50t).  52  1 
841,257.03  ' 

197,377,774.85 
2-)4,  879,  005.  22 
215,  231),  084.  05 
200,  701.  ::83.  77 
! 109,319,157.70 

4,007,829.  28 
4,711,023.40  : 
4,  (>02, 902.  43  ; 
4.  720,  190.00  ' 

1 4,  420,  557.  80  , 

1 

58.42  1 
58.  00 
58.  50 
57.13 
51.79 

45.  08  ' 
45.  34  i 
45.  13  1 
45.05  ; 
43.  31 

2.  35 
2.  20 
2. 13 
2. 20 
2.70  j 

2.54 
2.  50 
2.  39 
2.  43 
1 2.30 

4,072,  820.91 

993,508,  000.25 

1 

i 

j-23,224,  509.  03 

1 

56.  90 

45.03 

1 

2.32 

2.  43 

Southern  States. 

fAlabam.',,  Arhansas,  Florida,  Georpla,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virgmia,  West 


L888 

1889  

1890  

1891  

18^2 


Total  five 
yeara  . . 


4,  534,091.00 
4,420,  427.  99 
4,300.  394.57 
4,170,  321.47 
3.811,037.  07 

095,  054.  92 
071,854.  73 
634,  550. 29 
620,  480. 08 
629,  111  85 

23, 030,  057.77 
20.545.  123.51 
27,725,410. 17 
25,  887,  434. 98 
31,403,323.  03 

21,  242,  272.  70 

3, 257, 058.  47 

134,051,350.  00 

1,437,  802. 98 
1,015.  093.  08 
1,  586,  858.  91 
1,  593,  348.  06 
1,702,408.39 


27,  504, 149.  37  2, 133.  457. 90 

30,  905, 551 . 50  2, 287,  548.  4 1 


32,025.804.74 
30.  063,  750. 45 
35,  274,  300.  70 


2.  221, 415.  20 
2,219,  828.  74 
2,  331,  520.  24 


8- 10 
8.  80 
8.71 
8.31 
10. 79 


20. 75 
22. 02 
21.50 
21.44 
22.  81 


15.  34 
1.5. 19 
14.  70 
15.00 

16.  50 


7,930,112.02  155,893,622.70  'll,  193, 770.  49 


21.70  15.34 


Western  States. 


1888 

1889  

1890  

1891  

1892  


Tot.al  five 
years . . . 


9.  386,  313.  23 
8.  593. 162. 04 
8,931.257.37 
10.  433.  497. 44 
11,038,148.  78 

519,  913.  44 
539, 182. 70 
625.  897. 27 
584,  823.  79 
615.  741.07 

03.  872, 781,89 
6.5.  870. 137.01 
75,410.  433.07 
79,  894. 955.  28 
79,288,718.  00 

1,061,996. 10 
1, 057,  294. 23 
1,  031.  208.  36 
1,057, 439.  98 
1,009, 632.  74 

73.259. 095. 12 
74,  403,  299.  05 
84,  341,  090.  44 
90,  328, 452. 72 
90,  326.  860.  78 

1,581,909.  54 
1,  596,  476.  93 
1,  657, 105,  63 
1,042.203.77 
1,685,  373. 81 

21.  69 
21.30 

22.  92 
24. 90 
27.  02 

15. 38 
15.  36 
10.  04 
15. 86 
10.  49 

48,  382, 373. 86 

2, 885,  558. 27 

304, 337, 025.  25 

5,277, 631.41 

412,  719, 404.11 

8, 163, 189.  68 

23.  60 

15.  83 

?:Ani.E  No.  7.— CVSTOHS  AND  iNTF.nNAL  llEVENUE,  BY  DIVISIONS— Continued, 

Pacific  States. 


o 

iO 


"l 

i 

Fiscal  year  | 
ending 
June  30 — 

(histoms. 

Internal  revenue. 

Total. 

Per  cent  of  | 
total.  1 

I»cr  cent  lor  col- 
lectiog— 

Receipts.  i Kxjieiiso. 

1 [ 

Receipts. 

Expense. 

Receipts. 

Exi>cnse. 

Re- 

ceipts. 

Ex- 

I>cnse. 

Cur-  1 
toms. 

Internal 

revenue. 

1888 

1889  

1890  

1891  

1892  

$9,822,594.73  i 
10,588,188. 38 
8, 977,570.17 
8,511,905.  74 
8,057,004.63 

$487,608.93  1 
537,308.85  ! 
530,009.51 
555, 489.  62 
541,108. 37 

.$2,375,  651.04 
2,  323,  538. 17 
2,  336, 981.89 
2,  441,510. 76 
2,660,  809.  34 

i 

$126,227.98  | 
135,557.52  | 
130,937.43 
146,  605.  54 
108,  620.  70 

$12,198,  245.  77 
12,911,720.  55 
11,314,552.00 
! 10.  956.  410.  50 

11,317,  813.  97 

$013, 830.91 
672,860.37 
(;00,  i)40.  94 
702, 185.10 
709, 729.  07 

3.01 
3.70 
3.08 
3. 03 
3.40 

5. 90 
6.  48 
0.  39 
C.  78 
1 6. 95 

i 

4.  90 

5.  07 
5.  90 
0.53 

1 0.25  1 

5.31 
5.  83 

5.  60 
C.OO 

6.  33 

Total  five 
years  . . . 

46,557,  263.65 

2,651,525.  28 

12, 141,491.20 

708,  039. 17 

58,  098,  754.  85 

3,  359,  564.45 

3.  37 

0.  51 

5.  69 

5. 83 

Kecapitulation.—Total  United  States,  by  Geographical  Divisions,  for  Dive  Years,  1888-1892,  Inclusive. 


Easter  n 
States  

104,440,744.15 

4,953, 198. 20 

18, 856,  544.  03 

685, 461.10 

123,297,  288.  78 

5,  638,  659.  30 

7.  07 

10. 93 

4.  74 

3.  63 

M i d d 1 e 
States  

825,794,348.20  j 

19,151,688. 12 

167,713,717.99 

4, 072, 820. 91 

993,508,  OGG.  25 

23,224,509. 03 

56.96  1 

1 1 

45.03 

1 

2.  32 

2.43 

Sou  them 
States 

21,242,272.70  ' 

3,257.658.47  | 

131,  651,350. 00 

7,936,112.  02 

155, 893,  622.  70  i 

11,193,  770. 49 

8.94 

21.70  1 

15.  31 

5. 89 

\V  e s t e r n 
States  

48,  382,  378.  80 

2,885,558.27 

364,  337,  025. 25 

5,277,631.41 

412,719,404.11  ' 

8, 1G3. 189.  68 

23.66 

15.  83  1 

5.96 

1.45 

P a c i ti  c 
States  . . . . 

40,  557,203. 65 

1 2,  651,  525.  28 

12, 141,491.20 

1 708,039.17 

58,698,  754.85 

j 3,  359,  564. 45 

3. 37 

6.  51 

} 5. 69 

1 5.83 

Total  United 

i 

! 

i 

1 

j 2. 68 

States  live 
years  

1,046,417,007.62 

j 32,899,628.34 

697,700, 129.13 

18, 680, 064.61 

|l. 744, 117, 136.  75 

i 

.51,  579,  692. 95 

100. 00 

100. 00 


3.14 

i 


i 


a 

00 


The  following  table 
S by  the  Government 

com])iled  from  the 

furuialied  by  the  ConiniisHioiior  of  Pensions. 


Divisions,  States  and  Territories. 


Eastern  division. 


Connecticut 

Massachusetts  .. 

Maine 

l^ew  Hain]iahire 

Khode  Island 

Vermont 


Total. 


Middle  division. 


Delaware 

District  of  Columbia, 

Maryland 

Kew  Jersey 

Kow  York 

Pennsylvania 


Customs. 


Receipts. 


$454.  440. 38 
16, 249,110.18 
555,  875. 55 
115,  040.  83 
370,  823.  87 
982,  582. 12 


Expenses. 


$29,881.05 
044,397. 07 
114,331.04 
8, 521.10 
20,  373. 93 
76,102. 75 


18, 727, 890.  93 


Total 


Southern  divis-ion. 


Alabama 

Arkansas 

Florida 

Georgia 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 


14, 161.58 
81, 150. 09 
4,581,847.54 
32,  556. 10 
140,  256, 704. 85 
11,859, 129. 73 


893,  667. 54 


Ket  receipts. 


$424,  508.  33 
15,604,722.11 
441.543.91 
100,519.  73 
350. 449.  94 
900.  419.  37 


Ket  losses. 


Pensions 

disbursed. 


$1,340, 354.07 
0, 881.243.00 
3,  433, 172. 33 
1, 558, 429. 25 
408,  801.  38 
1,706, 065.90 


17,  834,223.  39 


7, 530.  00 
10,  099.  78 
274,953.89 
14,673.52 
2,  931,747.  57 
400, 224.  22 


156,  825,  609.  95 


3,  705, 829.  04 


0,  C3l.  52 
70.  450.  31 
4,  30C,  893.  65 
17,882.04 
137,325,017.  28 
11,392,  905.51 


15, 388, 065. 93 


458. 058.  62 
1,713,739. 97 
2, 084,  875. 19 
3, 280,  172. 94 
13, 817,  895. 87 
15, 177, 339.  44 


153,119,  780.  91 


36,  532,  082. 03 


23,  360.  47  j 


11,151.84 


1, 200,  989.99 
00, 905.  37 
303, 082.  60 
1,488,  033.99 


82,  072.  38 
22,  998. 00 
17,546.  56 
202,  014.  24 


12, 208. 63 


1,124,917.  61 
37,  906.  77 
286, 136. 10 
1,286,619. 75 


450, 102. 15 
1,523,308. 58 
370,  490.  07 
305, 573.01 
4, 890,  817, 13 
670, 219. 86 


a> 

CO 


I 
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Dh'isions,  States  and  Territories. 


Southern  division — Continued. 

Missishippi 

North  ('arolina 

South  Carolina 

Tennessee 

Texas 


Virginia. 


West  Virginia 


Total 


WeBtern  division. 


Arizona  . 
Colorado 
Idaho  * . . 


Illinois 

Iniliaiia 

Indian  Territory 

Iowa 

Kansas 


Michigan. . 

Minnesota 

Missouri 

Montana* 

Kebraslca. 

Nevada. . . 


Now  Mexico 

North  and  South  Dakota 

Ohio 

Oklahoma 

Utah 

Wisconsin  

Wyoming .... 


Total 


Customs. 


Receipts. 


$8. 

0, 

18, 

8:i, 

1,014, 

38, 

h 


€54.00 
;uG.  10 
5G0.71 
mi.  72 
€GJ.7S 
268.  TJ 
958.12 


4,  258. 599.04 


Expenses. 


$7,000.13 
10,  368.  80 
^18,  945.03 
9,  49f).  73 
158,  160.  IH 
35, 185.  t)0 
1, 170.44 


582,121.53 


Net  receipts. 


$1,047.  87 


74,107.99 
850,  405.  CU 
3,  083.  73 
782.08 


3,683,900.73 


Net  lasses. 


59,424.55 
85,  744.  47 


8,  528, 978.  99 
251,314.  06 


27,090.  37 


1,210, 769. 49 
4^2,055.14 
1, 788, 235.  28 
39.  408.  00 
168,  322.  98 


34, 002.84 
0,278.63 


200, 979. 85 
10,752.32 


2, 904.  07 


140,50:{.  94 
37,  OOrfi.  41 
93,  205. 40 
12.  381.97 
10,  330.  93 


25,421.71 
79, 405.  84 


8,327,999.14 
240,  502.  34 


' 24,  780. 30 


20, 075. 80 
1,  878,  449.  93 


569,091. 37, 


10,713.00 
76, 573.  89 


15,  859.  90 


1,  070,265.55 
455,048.73 
1,094,909.  88 
27,020. 03 
157,  992.  05 


3, 062.  80 
1, 801,  870. 04 


55'3,831.47 


15, 120, 761.03 


657,553.15  | 14,463,207.88 


$7,  052.  70 
376.  22 


7,428.92 


Renaioaw 

(lishuiTsad. 


$623,  442.66 
631,  740.  24 
224,  825.  44 
2, 922.002.  57 
1,  025,  377.  V)0 
1, 199,  388.  02 
2, 130,009.72 


17,039,303.85 


84, 072. 
924,  354. 
132,  714. 
11,019,932. 
11, 703, 434. 

312, 246. 
C,  175,811. 
7, 103,003. 
7.760,227. 
2, 00.5.  437. 
.8,  840,521. 
171,050. 

3,  U20,  287. 

30,  009. 
187,  029. 
1,047,  307. 
17, 320,  082. 
023,643. 
104, 804 

4, -378,353 

90,873 


55 
14 
48 
98 
01 
12 
71 
74 
02 
30 
92 
77 
21 
28 
29 
43 
,81 
,85 
.07 
.50 
. 25 


83,  061,057.43 


Pacific  division. 

California 

Oregon  

Wasliiiigton 

Alaska 

Total 

Total  for  States  and  Territories 


Grand  total 


* Idaho  and  Montana  consolidated. 


7, 730,122.42 
504.003.07 
172.240.30 
0,  723.  33 


8,422,155. 18 


203,  355,016.  73 


203, 355, 016.73 


421,385.  09 
69.  383.  14 
04.  900.  5() 
18,205.  62 

7,317,  737. 33 
434,  679.  9.3 
107,  279.  80 

li,542.29 

2,  080.  684. 12 
6(>2,  877.  25 
700,434.16 
2.  995.  33 

574,  000.41 

I 7, 859.  697.  06 

; 11,542.29 

3,452,  990.  86 

G.  413, 171.97 
1343.619.  01 

190,900,815.97 

j 18,971.21  i 

156,  073.500. 10 
^006,  967.  04 

6,  75G,  790. 98 

196,960,  815.97 

18,  971.21 

156,  740, 467. 14 

t Misccllancons  expenses. 


jEoreign  pensions. 


1 


I 


/ 


The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  answer  to  a resolution  intro  ^ 
ducedby  Hon.  Jacob  H.Gallinger,  of  New  Hampshire,  has  fur- 
nished the  Senate  the  following  tables  showing  the  amounts  paid 
by  the  several  States  and  Territories  during  each  of  the  years  Irom 
1863  to  1873,  when  an  income-tax  la-w  was  on  the  statute  books: 

[Letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasipy,  transmitting  statement  of  the  amount 
of  revenue  derived  from  the  income  tax  from  1863  to  18/3.  ] 

Treasury  Department,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

M^ashington,  D.  C,,  December  18, 189S. 

Sir*  I have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  the  statement  of  the  Commmsioner 
of  Internal  Kevenue  showing  the  amount  of  tax  derived  from  income  ifom 
sources,  under  the  income-tax  law  of  1862,  tor  the  years  3 863  to  1873  inclusive, 
called  for  in  Senate  resolution  of  the  nth  instant.  nv-DiT^TV 

Very  respectfully,  ^ J G.  CAKLTSLE, 

Hon.  Adlai  E.  Stevenson,  President  of  the  United  States  Senate, 

Statement  showing  the  receipts  from  income  tax  under  the  law  of  186'^,  by  States 

and  Territories,  from  1863  to  1S7S. 

1863. 


States  and  Territories. 

Personal  tax. 

From  corpo- 
rations. 

Total  tax. 

California 

$4,  813.  61 

$4,  813.  61 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

$55. 43 

74,  311, 16 

74, 366. 59 

4, 255, 95 

4, 255. 95 

District  of  Columbia 

8, 952, 04 

1,296. 04 

10, 248.  OS 

189.04 

30,  618. 68 

30, 807.  72 

11, 468.  01 

19,  568.41 

31,  036. 42 

32. 17 

6, 944. 92  i 

6,  977.  09 

3,412.16  ; 

20, 552. 75  i 

23. 964.  91 

7, 896.  49 

29, 4*12.  28 

37, 338. 77 

266. 81 

47.  325. 89 

47, 592. 70 

1, 079. 77 

328,230. 20 

329, 309. 97 

Michigan 

867.22  1 

1 

867. 22 

..1 

1 

C,  910. 80 

17, 271.  95  i 

24, 182.  75 

Hehraska 

10.  50 

! 10.  M 

11,587.07  ; 

11,  587. 07 

27, 280.  44 

27, 280. 44 

1 372, 199. 14 

Hew  York 

554, 955. 27 

927,154. 41 

Ohio 

1,922. 61 
16,  864. 84 

86,231.06 

88,153. 67 
1C,  864. 84 

Peunsylvania 

24;  429. 34 

258, 323. 83 
46,  657. 39 

282,  753. 17 
46,  657. 39 

TT+oT, 

52. 11 

10, 849. 67 

10, 901. 78 

2, 449.45 

2, 449. 45 

1 

6, 102. 04 

6, 102. 04 

Wyoming 

Total 

455,  741. 26 

1, 589, 935. 28 

2,  045,  C76.  54 

From  salaries  of  United  States  officers 

696,181.71 

Grand  total 

455,  741.  26 

1,  589, 935. 28 

2,741, 858.25 

Isew  Hampshire 
Hew  Jersey  ... 
Hew  Mexico.. - 

Hew  York 

Horth  Carolina 

Ohio 

Oregon ..... 

Pennsylvania . . . 


Total  tax. 


From  corpo- 
rations. 


From  prop- 
erty in  U.  S. 

owned  by 
any  citizens 
residing 
abroad  and 
interest  on 
TJ.  S.  secur- 
ities. 


Personal 

tax. 


$597, 791.  52 
17,  658. 15 
552, 772. 84 


85, 903. 09 
154, 914. 20 


584, 503. 77 
264, 488. 88 
58, 839. 71 
22, 445.  04 
351, 667. 75 
29, 296. 82 
101, 213. 47 

Mm-yland ... .......  505,  551.  03 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 15) 


.iu.uiivu.iiai. 

Hebraska 


7, 303.22 
936. 75 


464.66  27,047.33 

3, 075. 39  I 64, 060. 22 

52*i77*86’l  i, 463,441.64 


South  Carolina 1 

Tennessee 2o,  46^^,  76 

UtalT.  b 039. 93 

Vermont 38, 185. 22 

Virginia....  40,546.o4 

Washing  ton 7, 390. 68 

West  Virginia lor’mn  o} 

Wyoming 

Total 14.799,  313.  88 

From  salaries  of  U.  S.  | 
oflicers  and  employes  - 


25, 463, 76 


a,  iiw.  I WWW. 


1, 380, 798. 10 
36, 596. 76 
2, 561,637. 68 
445, 853. 74 


27, 390. 18 


4,039. 93 
38,185. 22 
40,  546. 54 
7,390. 68 
37,189. 71 
125, 039.  81 


280.78 
84. 67 


67.37 
69. 65 


4,039.93 
55,  573.  51 
40,  830.01 
7, 390. 68 
42. 678. 28 
138, 594.41 


134,048.44  1 3,656,244.79  j 18,589,607.11 
' 1,705,124.63 


Grand  total 14, 799, 313. 88  | 134,  048. 44  j 3,  656, 244. 79  j 20, 294. 731. 74 


408, 446. 90 


7, 309. 97 
38, 936. 75 
77, 675.  39 
549, 883.  06 
1,073. 43 
6,384,724.60 


$15,315. 70 


177,  600. 72 


9,607.19 
8, 181.71 


Illinois 

Indiana 


Kansas .. 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 


5,  534.  50 
23, 414.77 


31,  G78. 82 


73 

Stettement  shoioing  receipts  from  income  tax,  etc, — Continued. 

1864. 


States  and  Territories. 


Alabama  . . . 

Arizona 

Arkansas... 
California... 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Dakota 

Delaware  - - . 

District  of  Columbia 
Florida 


$3, 690.01 
2. 81 
5, 346. 68 


296. 00 
2, 409.  57 


$578,  785. 81 
17, 655. 34 
369, 825. 44 


75, 999. 90 
144, 322.92 


680, 607. 74 
331, 443. 58 
68,  888. 68 
22, 449. 42 
403, 439. 33 
46, 663. 50 
149, 387. 64 
632, 405. 13 
2, 446,768. 07 
173,375. 38 
15,705.46 


50, 593. 20 
13, 833. 93 
47,490. 74 
121,319. 60 
540, 437.31 
9, 081.89 
558. 23 


94, 172. 74 
66,795.46 
10.038,00 


J. 
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Statement  showing  receipts  from  income  tax^  etc. — Continued. 

1865. 


V 


From  prop- 
erty in  U.  S. 

ownetl  l)y 
any  citizens 
re.shling 
abroad  and 
interest  on 
U.  S.  secur- 
ities. 


Personal 

tax. 


Total  tax 


Itlaho. . 
Illinois 
Indiana 


States  and  Territories. 


$43,  302. 78 
267.  73 
346,  469. 15 


$711,851.78 
38.058.  38 
399,  514.  67 


$2, 007.  32 
21.29 
6,  757.  33 


19, 079. 84 
12,  069.  24 


108.  387.  77 
83,  G20.  38 


1,538. 02 
1,260. 19 


Kansas  .. 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 


Maryland 

Ma.'^sacliusetts.. 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

^lontana 

Nebraska 

Nevada 

New  Hainp.shire 

New  Jersey 

New  Mexico 

New  York 

North  Carolina . 


Pennsylvania. 
Rhode  Lsland  . 
Soutk  Carolina 

Tennessee 

Texas  


885. 
444. 
121. 
54. 
6G8. 
97. 
99. 
623. 
2, 162, 
204, 
27, 


536.  26 
786.  00 
165.  Go 
099. 33 
324.  78 
894.59 
1)87.  38 
630. 14 
444.65 
050.  26 
950. 40 


1,  274.  08 

257.  706.  90 

795. 68 

156,414.91 

92.85 

40,  894. 74 

49.  50 

56.  60 

2,  382.  37 

113,815.  34 

2.  746. 55 

34.  036.  56 

1,  095.  89 

97.  257.  29 

4,  599.  59 

211,386. 92 

29, 475.18 

1,388, 825.25 

541.07 

33,912.  80 

503.  41 

5, 185.  90 

Vermont 

Virginia 

■\Yaslnngton  .. 
V^esi  Virginia 
Wisconsin .... 
Wyoming 


890,  372.51 
10.  44G.  00 
10.  761.19 
58.  059.  42 
62,  449. 96 
661,573.23 
18,  860.  40 
6, 136, 321. 07 


1,614, 861.46 
23,  822.  85 
3,274,  547.70 
387,  360. 82 


134,016. 92 


7,  560.  46 
58, 739. 53 
20,  055.  70 
15,  700.21 
81,659. 59 
198,300. 24 


760.  66 


1,144. 
602, 
162, 
51, 
784, 
134, 
198. 
839, 
3, 580. 
238. 
33, 


517. 24 
026.  59 
153.  25 
205. 43 
522. 49 
677.  70 
340.  56 
610.  65 
745.  08 
504. 13 
639.  71 


104,  524.  02 


. 843.93  64,431.18 

5,212.94  190,844.57 


70,103.34  2,899,820.68 


9,543.81  I 515,162.40 
1. 50 

156,203.76  1,735,472.09 

4,276.70  160,178.70 


8,  922. 24 


43,818.  04 


18.  860. 40 
9, 106, 254. 09 


663.  34 
4.  88 


173.81 
351. 14 


13.  835.  23 
21, 713. 15 


2,139,  567. 67 
23. 824. 35 
5, 166,  223. 55 
551,  S16.  22 

.7^ 

; 142,949.06 

1 

7.560.46 

1 

1 

103.  220.  91 

i 

20,  960,  58 
15.700.21 
95,  668.  63 
220,  3G4. 53 

1 

• 1 

I 

‘ 1 

Total 20, 400,  671.  69  303, 326. 93  8,  519, 527. 00  29,  223, 225. 62 

From  salaries  of  U.  S. 

officers  and  employes 2.  826, 491. 8- 

Grand  total '20, 400.  671.  69  | 303,  32G.  93  | 8.  519, 527.  00  I 32, 050, 017. 44 


Alabama 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

California 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Dakota 

Delaware 

District  of  Columbia 
Florida 


1027 


From  corpo- 
rations. 


;757, 161.88 
38.  347.  40 
752.  741. 15 


129,  OOG.  53 
96,  955.  81 
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Statement  shotving  receiptsfrom  income  tax,  e<c.— Continued, 

1866. 


States  and  Territories. 

Personal 

tax. 

From  corpo- 
rations. 

Special  in- 
come tax  for 
1863. 

Total  tax. 

$143. 91 

$9, 507. 49 

$9,  G51. 40 

8.  603.  31 
1,296,  067.  29 

8, 603. 31 

rinliforiiia,  .............. 

84, 302.  20 

$20, 064. 10 

1,400,  433.  59 

Pulfirndo  ... .......... 

82,622.48 

335.  45 

8,  728.  40 

91.  686.  S3 

Connecticut 

1,062, 652. 49 

378,  539.  59 

283. 50 

2, 041,475. 58 

235,  735.97 
345,  277.  23 

19,  090. 13 

10,  044. 75 

294. 870. 85 

District  of  Columbia 

29.  754.  60 

1, 555. 35 

376,  587. 18 

56,  035. 99 
26, 188.  30 

20,719. 29 

81,89 

76,  837. 17 

1,394. 30 

27, 582.  60 

3, 451,007.  77 

428, 572. 32 

16,  310. 57 

3, 895,  896.  66 

1,  509,  403.  26 
471, 776. 85 

170,  342.  41 

3, 150,  90 

1, 682.  896.  57 

51.  237.  63 

3, 559.  61 

529,  574.  09 

143.  942.  07 

3. 187.  62 

23,399.  85 

170,  529.  54 

1,400,  760.21 
197, 483.  08 

216,  613.  64 

44,386.  36 

1, 661.700.21 

72,941. 40 

1,100.  05 

271,524.53 

311.823.  36 

101,  041.28 

485.  79 

413, 350.  43 

Maryland 

1,788.  731.94 
6, 761,743.  59 
783.  578.  00 
81,458.  53 

261, 402.  98 
1,  260, 904.  62 

4,576. 74 
15,  606.  06 

2, 054.711.66 
8, 038,  254. 27 

47.  840.  03 

31,132.15 

862,  .550. 18 

11,023. 14 

3, 091.95 

95,  573. 62 

60.  00 

1 GO  00 

1,364,116.  07 
45,140.  05 
42,  533.  22 

116,  708.  54 

23,  891.  62 

1,  504,716.83 

50.  22 

45, 196.  27 

1,240.  86 

1,123. 75 

44,  807.  83 

88,  793.19 
209, 165.  21 
2,217.  865.83 
j 26, 259. 15 

18, 282,251.  56 
69.').  19 

5,  340.  95 

94, 134. 14 

New  Hampshire ' 

"Waw  .Te,7'SP\r 

70,  338.  79 
1 278,  087. 92 

179.  85 

8, 4:14. 01 

279,  683.  85 
2, 504.  387. 76 

9. 912. 39 

36, 171.  54 

N e w Y ork 

2,  911.  067.  23 

146,  G8i.  40 

21,  340,  000. 19 

303.31 

998.  50 

Ohm ... 

5, 182,  377.  30 

523.  735. 77 

6,  246.  73 

5,  712,  359.  80 

96,  618.  67 
9,686, 621.73 

2,  046.  06 

98,  694. 73 

PATii.«»vlvnT»ifl 

1,349,676.32 

40,  037.  03 

11,076.  835. 08 

"RlmdA  Tftl.TPfl 

1, 195,  378.  22 
2(»9.  30 
304,  419.  92 

179,711. 10 

105.  05 

1,  375, 194.  37 

269.  30 

'PATiTip.ssee. ............. 

18, 283.21 

12, 416. 13 

335,119.26 

15,215  82 
26. 156.  79 

15,215.  82 

TT+Qt» 

1,  320.  09 

27,476.  88 

VeniicTit-  - 

216. 904.20 

44, 406.  75 

828.  69 

262, 139.  64 

VirjT^inin ........... 

136, 172.  97 

9,  925. 94 

821.17 

146, 920.  08 

22,  056.  83 
254.  513.28 

1,  046.  65 

23,103.48 

Virginia 

8,  653.  31 

2. 073.90 

205,  240. 49 

isconsiu .............. 

519,231.70 

37,330.82 

1,086. 30 

557, 648. 82 

Total 

60, 547, 882. 43 

8,716,  881. 91 

452, 550. 09 

69, 717,314. 43 

From  salaries  of  D.  S. 

. 3, 717, 394. 69 

1 

tnfnl 

. 60,547,882.43 

8,716,  881.91 

452, 550.  09 

*73, 434,  709.12 

1 

*This  total  includes  $152,550.09  tax  collected  on  income  of  1863  under  the  joint 
resolution  of  July  4,  1864,  which  \vas  not  included  in  the  aggregate  of  tax  col- 
lected on  iucoiue'  heretofore  submitted. 
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Statement  showing  receipts  from  income  fax,  efc.— Continued. 

1867. 


States  and  Territories. 


Arizona  .. 
Arkansas, 
California 
Colorado.. 


Dakota 

Delaware 

District  of  Columbia 

Florida 


Idaho. 


Kentucky 


Minnesota 

Mississippi 


Montana. 
Nebraska 
Nevada.. . 


New  Mexico. 


SoTih  Carolina 


South  Carolina 
Tennessee 


Dtah 


Washington 


Wyoming 


From  salaries  of  TJ.  S. 
officers  and  employes. 


Number 

Personal 

From  corpo- 

persons  as- 

tax. 

rations. 

sessed  on 

1 

annual  list. 

$385, 482. 00 

$18,  554.77 

$404,036.77 

3, 407 

51 

' 33, 157. 59 

1,  022. 54 

34, 180. 13 

515 

1 1,  616,  075. 91 

157, 250. 55 

1, 773, 326.  46 

12, 043 

: 75,  936.  SO 

952.23 

76,  889. 03 

494 

1 1,934,011.09 

303, 923. 70 

2,  238, 534.  79 

5, 832 

1 529. 03 

529. 03 

, 182. 915.  50 

17,  701.87 

200, 617.37 

1, 201 

407, 184.  57 

21. 213. 84 

428,  398.41 

2, 101 

14, 197.  29 

14.197. 29 

411 

228,  736.13 

91,  815.  94 

320, 552. 07 

2,  949 

28, 436. 44 

28, 436. 44 

342 

2, 715,  831,58 

302. 127. 08 

3, 017,  958.  66 

15, 349 

878, 767.  65 

148, 163.  46 

1,026,931.11 

5, 122 

353, 130.  52 

71.706.  71 

424, 837. 23 

3, 213 

134, 091. 20 

4,  225.  65 

138,  316.  85 

871 

1,071,813. 77 

208, 348. 98 

1, 280,162.  75 

5, 877 

476, 557. 10 

109,  725. 32 

586,  282. 42 

7, 250 

284, 479. 90 

107,109. 83 

391,  589.  73 

3,741 

1, 459,  283. 92 

236,306.01 

1,6S»5.  589. 93 

7,194 

7, 826, 355. 07 

1,023,  398. 22 

8, 849, 753.29 

23, 572 

596,  797. 26 

69, 400.68 

606, 197. 94 

5,  616 

92, 435. 34 

13,584.  78 

106,  020. 12 

1,151 

59, 457.22 

1,284.  31 

00, 741.53 

1, 083 

1, 131. 832. 06 

103,  781.  27 

1,  613.  33 

4, 531 

20,671.19 

20,  671.19 

254 

39, 429. 98 

951.  32 

40,381.30 

282 

99, 548. 57 

99, 548.  57 

2,067 

220, 785. 13 

79,  366.  61 

300, 151. 14 

1,  645 

2, 058, 669. 61 

453, 544. 47 

2,  512, 214.  08 

12, 418 

21,  777.  73 

21,  777. 73 

211 

17, 794,  352.  64 

2, 313, 195. 25 

20, 107,547.  89 

57, 425 

59,  260.  95 

3, 189.  63 

62, 450. 58 

964 

4, 350, 581.21 

531, 330.  09 

4, 881,911.30 

19, 618 

140, 090. 94 

140  090.  94 

1, 189 

7,  075, 533, 66 

1, 227, 486. 58 

8, 303, 020. 24 

31, 825 

1, 393,  753.  59 

142,  017.  34 

1,  535,  770.  93 

2, 958 

50,  390.  75 

11,817.  73 

62, 208. 48 

1,  973 

368, 967. 46 

27, 360. 40 

396.  327. 86 

2,  982 

148,134. 97 

7,  205.  83 

155,  340.  80 

2, 235 

19,  713. 16 

661.47 

20, 374.  63 

254 

206,148.  67 

64,131.64 

270, 280.31 

1,241 

178,329.57  , 

26,  283. 84 

204,  613. 41 

2, 090 

28, 926.  75 

28,  926. 75 

238 

197,  708.  24 

10, 350.  02 

208,  058. 86 

1,689 

579,  770. 96 

33, 306. 73 

■ 

613,077.  69 

3,  910 

' 

57, 040, 640. 67 

7, 943,  796. 69 

64, 984, 437. 36 

259, 385 

j 

1,  029, 991.  98 

1 

, 

57, 040, 640.  67 

7, 943,  769.  69  , 

66, 014,429.  34 

1 

259,  385 

77 

Stateyrmit  sJmving  receipts  from  income  fax,  efc.— Continued. 


1868. 


States  and  Territories. 

1 

Personal  » 
tax.  j 

i 

From  corpo- 
rations. 

Total  tax. 

Number 
persons  as- 
sessed on 
annual  list. 

1 

$165,331.46 
6,  622. 20 

$14, 493. 86 

$179, 825.  32 

1,071 

6,  622. 20  - 

92 

35,456.71  ' 

2,  407. 31 

37, 864. 02  . 

259 

California 

1,  846, 202.  24 
36. 156.  75 

180, 682. 17  1 
5,595.80  1 

2,  026,  884.  41  [ 
41,752.55  1 

8, 051 
384 

657.179.91  , 

297,821.25  ; 

955,  001. 16  1 

5,  751 

1,757.97  ■ 

1,757.97  1 

63 

Delaw'are 

District  of  Columbia 

111,277.51  ; 
215,536.24  : 
24,^27.98  i 
275,  952. 16  i 

18,927.63  : 
19, 449. 62 
2, 070. 43 

130,  205. 14  ; 
234, 985.  86 
26, 498. 41 

1,222 

1,678 

252 

78,  851.08 

354,  803. 24 

1,  743 

40, 306.  58 
3,613, 387.50 
315,313.15  i 
190, 818.  30  : 

40,  306.  58 

333 

Illinois 

Indiana 

433, 147.  53 
171,  567. 64 
84,  no.  13 

2, 046.  535. 03 
486, 880.  79 
274,  928. 43 

16, 369 
5, 094 
3, 1G9 

54, 448. 50 

7, 195. 55 

61,644. 05 

847 

582,235. 33 

138, 244. 29 

720,  479. 62 

5, 555 

420. 957. 02 

88, 951.81 

509, 908. 83 

5,  305 

125,398.43  . 

122, 082.  41 

247, 480. 84 

1,659 

Maryland 

1,023,473.99  ' 
4, 060,590. 29 
641,959.  68 

199,  965.  63 
1,  048, 439.  36 

1,223,439.  62 
5, 109, 029.  65 

7, 362 
21,687 

79,  909. 23 

721,868. 91 

6,  637 

8Q,  542. 02 

19, 724. 29 

100,  266. 31 

1, 023 

105,  960. 29 

2,  639. 78 

308, 609. 07 

400 

570, 353. 85 

121, 465. 91 

691,819. 76 

4,  642 

28.  681.80 

28,  681.80 

361 

24, 720, 38 

4,  395.  37 

29,115.  75 

433 

121.  853.  25 

121,853.25 

166, 605. 05 
1,593,650. 47 

67, 119.15 

233,  724. 20 

797 

468, 429.27 

2, 062, 079.  74 

12, 439 

New  Mexico 

20, 108. 44 
9, 700, 458. 28 
43,712. 90 

20, 108.  44 

316 

2,  201,426. 56 

11,  901,884.84 

53,  670 

'Vnrfli  Pnrolina, 

11, 175.  99 

54, 888.  89 

554 

Ohio  

1,  575, 620. 12 

577,  326.  98 

2, 152, 947, 10 

18, 175 

157. 278.  56 

350. 00 

157, 628. 56 

1, 367 

3, 739, 725.  04 
377,  869.  58 

1, 570,  537. 43 

5,310, 262. 47 

29.  239 

125.  270.  27 

503, 139. 85 

2, 883 

194, 142.  51 

12,  582. 68 

206, 725. 19 

834 

229,  243. 70 

27,  221.66 

256, 465.  36 

1,457 

189, 415. 27 

5, 601.27 

195, 016.  54 

1, 412 

15,  691.77 
70, 127. 54 

15,  691. 77 

259 

77, 775. 89 

147,  903. 43 

1, 036 

136,  963. 52 

41,  091.  59 

178,055. 11 

2, 397 

20, 338. 77 
86, 925. 29 

20, 338. 77 

"Woat  VircriTJia . . _ . 

19,490. 05 

106, 415. 34 

1,166 

Wisr.nnftiT^ 

332,  823. 48 

36,889. 31 

369, 712. 79 

4,  054 

Xotal 

^32, 027,  610. 78 

8, 384, 426. 18 

40, 412,  036. 96 

233, 497 

Trom  salaries  of  U.  S. 
officers  and  employes . 

1, 043,  561. 40 

G^vnnd  total 

32, 027, 610. 78 

8, 384, 426. 18 

41,455, 598.36 

233, 497 
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Statement  ehovjing  receipU  from  intome  tax,  etc.— Continued. 

1870. 


Statement  showing  receipts  from  income  tax,  etc. — Continued 


Personal 

tax. 


From  corpo 
rations. 


States  and  Territories 


Total  tax 


States  and  Territories 


Alabama 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

Calitbrnia 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Daltota 

Delaware 

District  of  Columbia 

Florida 

Georgia 

Idaho 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Kansas 

Kentmky 

Louivsiana 

Maine 

siryland 

3 issachusetts 

i(  liigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

Montana 

Kebraska 

Kevada 

Kew  HamiJshire 

Kew  Jersey 

Kew  Me.xico 

Kow  York 

Kortb  Carolina 

Ohio 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania 

Khode  Island 

South  Carolina 

Tennessee 

Texas •, 

Dtah 

Vermont 

Virginia 

Wasnington 

West  Virginia 

Wisconsin 

AYyoming 

Total 

From  salaries  of  United  States  officers 
and  employes 

Grand  total 


Alabama 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

California 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Dakota 

Delaware 

District  of  Columbia 

Florida 

Georgia 

Idaho  

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

M isKouri 

Montana 

Kebraska 

Kevada  

Kew  Hampshire 

Kew  Jersey 

Kew  Mexico 

Kew  York 

Korth  Carolina 

Ohio 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania 

Rhode  Island 

Soutli  Carolina 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 

Vermont 

Virginia 

Wasliington 

West  Virginia 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming 

Total...... 

From  salaries  of  United  States  ofii 
cers  and  employes 


Grand  total 


Personal 

tax. 

From  corpo- 
rations. 

Total  tax. 

$71,962.56 

$9, 130.  39 

$81,092. 95 

4,  874.  71 

A R7A  71 

31,738.  19 

1, 553.  54 

33.291.73 

1,  142,  343.4.5 

156,  797.95 

1, 299, 141.40 

21,  660.  80 

2, 173.  20 

23,  834.  00 

612,  072.  80 

315,  481.  92 

958, 154.  78 

810.  15 

810  15 

149,  750.  87 

18,  497.  66 

108,  254,  53 

181,  875. 02 

18,  402. 09 

203.  277. 11 

26,  727.  ::0 

20  7‘>7  30 

190!  300. 02 

100, 300. 12 

290.  GOO.  14 

27,  830.  37 

27.  836  37 

1, 463,  354. 05 

878.  219.  77 

2, 341,573.82 

316.  865.  94 

161,381.84 

508,  247.  78 

205  465.  14 

90.  368.  20 

301,833.  70 

51, 442. 16 

5,  256. 82 

59, 698. 98 

442,  026.  81 

136,  796. 41 

578.  823,  22 

191.  719. 22 

S3, 577. 74 

278, 326.  96 

106,  560.  84 

111.486.  71 

218,  047. 55 

655,  558.  45 

264,740. 25 

920,  298.  70 

2, 613,12.3. 17 

1,184,  774. 79 

3,827,897.  96 

480.  090.89 

122.348.  74 

608.  439.  63 

63.  762.  21 

24,513.18 

88, 275.  39 

28,  733.  08 

1,066. 46 

29,  799. 54 

527, 652.  25 

187, 026.  05 

715,278.  30 

18.  530.  62 

1.038.  47 

19,  509. 09 

32.160.19 

3,  287. 90 

35, 448.  09 

127, 827.  JK) 

127,  827.90 

114,  734.20 

71,  614.  01 

186,  348. 21 

1,282,295.  77 

367,  535. 85 

1,  649.  831.  62 

10,444.40 

10,444.  40 

8, 198,  494.  55 

2, 528.274.66 

10,  726.  769.  21 

41, 508.  65 

19,  722.  94 

61,231.59 

1,  447,  157.  22 

592, 381.77 

2, 039, 538.  99 

37.  477. 45 

1.444  59 

38,  922. 04 

2, 657,  550.  77 

1, 353,  294.10 

4,  OlU.  844.87 

451.  054.  f»3 

160,818.  26 

611  872.89 

76,  556.  (>9 

17.  SOI.  15 

94,  357.  24 

190,612.24 

24. 557.  75 

215. 169.  99 

102,  744.  66 

3,  959. 52 

106.  704. 18 

22.  929. 97 

22.  929.  97 

50,  581.65 

69,  32i.04 

119.  903.29 

124.  925. 78 

52,  081.30 

177,  007.  08 

11,351  24 

11,351.24 

74,  248  58 

18,408.83 

92.  (i.57. 41 

231,  98.3.  99 

38,  787.  83 

273,771.82 

2,  955.  50 

2,  955. 50 

25,  025, 068.  86 

9,  204,824, 46 

34, 229,  893. 32 

561,  962.  52 

j 

|25,  025, 068. 86 

9,  204,  824. 46 

34,  791,  855.  84 

Personal 

tax 


14, 142, 297. 13 
294,  564. 65 


Total j 8, 416, 685. 87  5, 725, 611. 26 

From  salaries  of  TTnited  States  officers 
and  employes 

Grand  total.......--- - 8,416,685.87  j 5,725,611.26 


18, 375, 388. 20 
787, 262. 55 


3, 040, 438. 81 


14,434, 949. 39 


14, 436, 861. 78 


19, 162, 650. 75 


3,940,438. 81 


14,434,949. 39 


Statement  showing  receipts  from  income  taXy  Continued 


Total  tax. 


Personal 


From  corpo 
rations. 


States  and  Territories. 


Statement  showing  receipts  from  income  tax,  Continued. 


Fromcorpo-I  xotaitax. 
rations,  i 


States  and  Territories. 


Alabama 

Arizona 

Arkansas - 

California 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Dakota 

Delaware 

District  of  Columbia 

Florida 

Georgia 

Idaho 

Dlinoia 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

Montana 

Nebraska 

Nevada 

New  Hampshire 

New  Jersey 

New  Mexico 

New  York 

North  Carolina 

Ohio 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania 

Khode  Island — 

South  Carolina 

Tennessee 

Texas 

^ytah 

Vermont 

Virginia 

"West  V&ginia 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming 

Total 

From  salaries  of  United  States  officers 
and  employes 

Grand  total 


$56, 201.47 
5,939.54  . 

17. 937.31 
513,  356.  02 

18, 806.  34 
157, 752.  72 
81.17  , 
50, 008. 51 
62,  208. 45 

20.918.08  . 
97, 031.58 
11,  318. 74 

332,  063. 44 

82.553. 32 
51,  649. 58 
15, 628.  65 

156,416. 80 
154, 286. 88 
40, 349.  23 
318, 507. 27 
1, 450, 748. 96 
332, 689.42 

10. 954. 29 
70, 556. 34 

276,  582. 55 

11.798. 21 
2,  850. 78 

36,  644.  64 
32, 961. 14 
264,  591. 05 
8, 141.  81 
6, 185, 124. 87 
22,  619.  34 
475, 850.  56 
55,414. 18 
2, 497, 575.  76 
130, 476. 03 
48,  867. 19 

72. 105. 21 
64, 231. 27 

9, 409. 27 
40,  623. 32 

54.443. 30 
4, 306.  50 

19.224. 08 
91, 636.  93 

1, 507. 29 


$78, 249. 54 
5, 939. 54 
18,  094. 88 
601,  726.  34 

20. 173. 59 
296, 531.38 

81.17 
55, 397. 08 
74, 383. 94 
20,  918. 08 
180, 230.  04 
14, 107. 12 
410,  391.  64 
155, 322. 65 
105,  281. 20 
22,993. 11 
257, 470. 14 
230,  364. 36 
91, 502. 25 
508,  084. 91 
1,911,808.  92 
376,  430. 26 
27, 815. 79 
72, 123.  67 
400, 140.  84 

11.899. 59 

4. 849. 45 
36,  644,  64 
69, 466.  09 

412,  985. 74 
8,141.81 
7, 182, 918. 60 
45,410. 31 
830, 986.  22 
56,  393. 23 
2, 857, 017.11 
214,  283. 82 
77, 709. 36 
102, 084. 88 
73, 393.  73 
11,942.64 
89, 682.  72 
97,  605.59 

4. 398.45 
31, 524.50 

212, 974. 99 
1, 507. 29 
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Alabama 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

California 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Dakota 

Delaware 

District  of  Columbia.. 

Florida 

Georgia 

Idaho  

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Maryland 

Massachusetts  ........ 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

Montana 

Nebraska 

Nevada 

New  Hampshire 

New  Jersey 

New  Mexico 

New  York 

North  Carolina 

Ohio 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania 

Rhode  Island 

South  Carolina 

Tenne.ssee 

Texas 

Utah 

Vermont 

Virginia 

Washington 

West  Virginia 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming 


$22,199.96  $13,599.45 

1,868.18  

8,042.84  

209,460.20  : 155,807.93 

14,750.98  i 14,701.85 

161, 195. 05  200, 261. 75 

85.26  

24.846.85  14,910.49 

55.016.52  6,839.15 

5,384.77  

53, '192. 86  80,619.01 

2, 706. 33  598. 49 

195,748.81  313,522.25 

66, 675. 93  96. 280. 66 

31,494.69  87,803.43 

10,  654. 11  5, 829. 78 

108, 797. 39  132, 860. 49 

61,977.74  40,624.88 

36,  222. 00  59, 505. 64 

283, 852.  66  208,  768. 90 

1,229,434.58  863,499.57 

137,281.66  91,526.40 

27,  734, 23  34, 258. 54 

17, 365. 12  245. 41 

104,661.92  82,347.90  ’ 

5,744.64  599.64  ; 

3, 029.  60  2,  652. 87  ’ 

21,627,14  

16, 977. 55  28,  505. 59 

399, 530.  92  195,  543. 77 

4,512.94  465.49 

3, 076,  924.  80  1,  236, 798. 51 

15, 330. 28  26,  625. 14 

414, 880.  64  424, 558. 14 

36,144.27  

1,063,206.13  918,948.78 

172.921.85  60,988.47 

19. 353. 52  29,  268. 88 

50,011.78  44,115.19 

57,624.31  17,490.45 

19, 235. 86  3, 864. 43 

24,371.05  58,901.98 

48,  727. 03  70, 826. 04 

5,227.58  

21, 817. 10  12, 112. 56 

67, 932. 17  88, 933. 36 


83, 198. 46 
2, 788. 38 
78.  328. 20 
72,  769. 33 
53,  G31. 62 
7, 364.46 
101,053. 34 
82, 077. 48 
51, 153. 02 
189, 577.  64 
461, 059. 96 
43, 740. 84 
16, 861. 50 
1,572.  33 
123, 558. 29 
101.38 
1,098.  67 

‘36,'504.*95* 
H8. 394.  69 


997, 793.73 
22, 790. 97 
355, 135.  66 
979. 05 
359, 441. 35 
83, 807. 79 
28, 842.17 
29, 979.  67 
9, 162.  46 
2,  533. 37 
49, 059. 40 
43, 162. 29 
91.  95 
12, 300.42 
121,  338.  06 


$35, 799. 41 
1. 863. 18 
8, 042. 84 
365, 268.13 
29,452. 83 
361,456.80 
85. 26 
39,  757. 34 
61,  855. 67 
5, 384. 77 
133,  811. 87 
3, 304. 82 

509. 271. 06 
162,  956. 59 
119, 298. 12 

16,483.89 
657.88 
102,  602. 62 
95,  727. 64 
492,  621. 56 
2, 092, 934, 15 

228. 808.06 
61,992. 77 
17, 610, 53 

187, 009.82 
6, 344. 28 
5, 682. 47 
21,  627. 14 
45,  483, 14 
595, 074. 69 
4, 978.43 
4, 313, 723.31 
41,  955. 42 
839, 438. 78 
36, 144. 27 
1,  982, 154.91 
233,910.32 
48,  622. 40 
94, 126.97 
75, 114.76 
23, 100. 29 
83, 273. 03 
119,  553. 07 
5, 227. 58 
33, 929. 66 
156,  865.  53 
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Statement  thowing  receipts  fromdncome  tax,  Continued. 

1873. 


States  and  Territories. 


Alabama 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

Calitornia 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Dakota 

DeUware 

District  of  Columbia 

Florida 

Georgia 

Idaho  

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

Montana 

Nebraska 

Keva<ia 

Kew  Hampshire 

New  Jersey 

♦ew  Mexico 

New  York 

North  Carolina 

Ohio 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania 

Khode  Island 

South  Carolina 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Dtah 

Vermont 

Virginia 

Washington 

West  Virginia 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming 

Total 

From  salaries  of  United  States  officers 
and  employes 

Grand  total 


Personal 

tax. 

From  corpo- 
rations. 

Total  tax. 

$8,  305. 16 

$1, 137. 59 

$9, 442. 75 

1, 133.  07 

1, 133.  07 

1,818.  32 

1,  818.  22 

91,438.  90 

561. 97 

92, 000. 87 

13,  350.  40 

13, 350.  40 

52,  532.  94 

448. 49 

52,  981.43 

118.74 

118  74 

6,  750.  81 

5, 675. 51 

12, 426-32 

11,  749.  31 

11,749.  31 

5,487. 17 

5,  487. 17 

1C,  938.  66 

1,  511.75 

18, 450. 41 

595. 16 

595. 16 

79, 051.77 

4,  739.  49 

83, 791.26 

5,  426.  63 

4,  360.  52 

9, 787. 15 

6,  302.  62 

3 930.  05 

10,  232. 67 

347.  77 

480.60 

828.  37 

10, 244. 97 

11, 675. 00 

21,919.97 

7, 796. 83 

G18.  33 

8,  415. 16 

8,111.11 

1,  656.  80 

9,  767.  91 

97, 382. 70 

5,116. 63 

102,  499. 33 

449,  284.  83 

20,  761. 94 

470, 046.  77 

124, 960.  51 

4. 454.93 

129, 415. 44 

12,911.54 

4, 580.  51 

17,  492.  05 

- 12,  462.  27 

170. 81 

12,  633.  08 

35,  531.  56 

731.  27 

36, 262.  83 

2.  076.  52 

2, 076. 52 

1,  732.  23 

741. 11 

2, 473.  34 

14, 938.  74 

14,  938.  74 

20, 489.  80 

3,  675. 13 

24, 164. 93 

286, 907. 24 

2,  203.  54 

289, 110.  78 

1,253.01 

1,  253.  91 

1,  504,448.  24 

584,  478.  57 

2, 088,  926u  81 

5, 578. 85 

5,  076.  98 

10, 655.  83 

84,  205. 01 

11, 138.  43 

95, 434.  37 

4, 980.  50 

4,  980.  50 

879, 155. 93 

305, 853. 18 

1, 185,009.11 

12,  983. 44 

1,:M4.  11 

14,  327.  55 

9,  067. 09 

3,  000.  57 

12, 067.  66 

3,  250. 57 

1,  296.  61 

4,  547. 18 

8, 257.  32 

2,  316.  33 

10, 573.  65 

6,  5J6.  41 

6, 506. 41 

4,  768.  60 

8. 50 

4,  777. 10 

4, 031.18 

23,  261. 75 

27, 292.  93 

335.  69 

335.69 

3,  052. 17 

510. 14 

3, 562, 31 

8,  083.  42 

8, 983.42 

125.  22 

125. 22 

3,  927, 252.  76 

1,  017,  517. 14 

4,944,  769. 90 

117, 541. 72 


3,  927, 252.  76 


1, 017, 517. 14 


5,  062, 311. 62 
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RECAPITULATION,  BY  TEARS. 


% 


Years, 

From  personal 
income. 

From  corpo- 
rations. 

From  prop- 
erty in  U.  S. 
owned  by  any 
citizens  re- 
siding abroad 
and  interest 
on  U.  S.  se- 
curities. 

From  income 
of  1863.  spe- 
cial duty  on. 

1863 

1 

$155, 741. 26 
14,  799,313.  88 
20,  400,  671.  69 
60, 547,  882.  43 
57, 040,  640. 67 
32.  027,  610.  78 
25.  025.  068.  86 
27, 115.046. 11 
14,  434,  949.  39 
8,416.  685.  87 
3, 927,  252.  76 

$1,589,  935.  28 
3,  656, 244.  79 
8,  519,  527.  00 
8,716,  881.91 

7,  943,  796.  69 

8,  384, 426.  18 
9, 204,  824. 46 

9,  551, 301.09 
3,  940, 438.  81  1 
5, 725,611.26 
1, 017, 517. 14 

1864 

$134,  048.  44 
303,  326. 93 

1865 

1866 

$452,550.09 

1867 

1868 

1869 

1870 

1871 

1872 

1873 

Total ... 

! 

264, 190, 863.  70 

68,  250, 504.61 

437, 375. 37 

452, 550. 09 

Years. 

Total. 

From  salaries 
of  U.  S.  offi. 
cers  and  em- 
ployes. 

Grand  total. 

1863  

$2, 045, 676.  54 
18,  589,  607. 11 
29, 223, 525.  62 
69,  717,  314.  43 
64,984.437.  36 
40,412,  036. 96 
34,  229,  893.  32 
36,  666,  347.  20 
1 18,  375,  388.  20 
! 14,142,297.13 
4,  944, 769.  90 

$696,181.71 
1, 705, 124.  63 
2, 826, 491.  82 
3,  717, 394.  69 
1,029,  991.98 
1, 043, 561. 40 
.561,962.52 
1, 109, 526. 42 
787,  262. 55 
294, 564.  65 
117,  541.  72 

$2, 741, 858.  25 
20,  294,  731.74 
32,  050,  017. 44 
73, 434,  709. 12 
66, 014, 429.  34 
41,  455,  598.  36 
34,791,855.84 
37,775,  873.  62 
19, 162,  650.  75 
14,436  861.78 
5, 062,311.62 

1804 

1865  

1866  

1867  

1868  

1869  

1870  

1871 

1872  

1873  

Total 

333,  331,  293. 77 

13,  889,  604.  09 

347,220,897.86 

^SsS"^ 
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r 


im 


925,518. 15 
851,  034.  31 

14,  972,  264.  91 


3, 717, 746. 98 


60, 879. 50 


26,  683.  73 
344, 424.  92 
157,  396. 32 
12,  487,  001.  64 
4, 254,  032. 58 


26, 220. 31 
3, 386. 87 
3, 619, 978. 31 
1,211, 274. 74 


8, 728. 40 
1,  394.  30 
16. 316.57 
3, 150.  90 


1,  653,  938.  75 
551, 233.  81 
3,  925,  703. 76 
488, 952. 01 
5,  914, 483.25 
183,900.17 
223, 144. 15 
694,124. 45 
125,  300. 16 

4,  277. 12 
17, 696, 466. 59 


617,  857. 60 
40,  Oil.  05 
609, 876. 97 
162,  989.  70 
1,073, 989.  94 
&1,945. 71 
20,  320. 07 


3,  559.  61 
23,  399.  85 
31, 132.15 
3, 091.95 
23,  891.  62 


1,123. 75 
5,  340.  95 
9,  912.  39 


6.  75 


465. 49 


6, 246. 73 


15,464. 56 


140,  839. 30 
2,  353,  056.43 
11,772. 63 


149,  359.  89 
2, 876, 111.54 
11,772.  63 


7,200. 50 
521,  548.02 


1,320. 09 
1,086. 30 


420. 79 


51,237, 337. 77 


139, 605. 56 


64,  024,229. 27 


24,  085. 62 


9,  022, 878.  66 
778,  597. 97 
147, 738.  46 


1.051,088. 18 
3,  716. 49 
91. 95 


20, 064. 10 
2, 046.  06 
1,  046.  65 


5,697.33  i 10,099,728.27 
27.20  ! 784,387.72 

I 148,877.00 


9, 949,215. 09 


1,  054, 896. 62 

# 


23, 156.  81 


11,032, 993. 05 


5,  724. 53 


26,083.73  I 
379,397.73  1 
162, 177.  49 
16,127,101.83  ! 
5, 469,413. 14 


351, 500. 35 
124,  787. 56 


24. 10 


3, 205.  31 
954.  92 


103.  82 
53. 88 
683.  90 
601.  34 
2, 566,  25 


821. 17 
2, 073.  90 


2, 275,459.  78 
614, 698. 59 
4,  567,  396. 78 
655,  635.  00 
7,  014,931.06 
185,  845.88 
244,  594.72 
699,  465. 40  ! 
135,  684.  04  j 

4, 277. 12 


22, 424,  222. 92 


10, 182.  50  j 18,  761,  073.  89 


89.  55 
241.18 


1,277,  029.  22 
978, 130.  93 


Arizona 

Colorado 

Idaho 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Indian  Territory 

Iowa 

K.ansas 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Missouri 

Montana 

Kebraska 

Nevada 

New  Mexico 

North  Dakota  . .. 
South  Dakota  . . . 

Ohio 

Oklahoma 

Utah 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming 

Total 

Alaska 

California 

Oregon 

Washington 

Total 


Virginia 

West  Virginia 

Total ... 


Statement  ahoioing  the  receipts  from,  income  tax,  under  the  law  of  186S,  by  States  and  Territories,  in  geographical  divisions,  from  1863  to  1875,  inclusive. 


Property  in 
United  States 

Personal  tax.  Special  income, 


and  interest  on 
United  States 
securities. 


Connecticut 

Maine 

Massachusetts . . 
New  Hampshire 

Vermont 

Khode  Island  . . . 

Total 


Percent- 
age of 
total  tax. 


$6,  747, 894. 78 
1,275,670. 22 
31, 663,  074.45 
1,011,422. 14 
709, 593.  40 
4, 845, 284.79 


$2,  574, 443. 07 
854, 804.  06 
9, 430, 898. 91 
512,  640.  C9 
530,  784. 90 
1,218, 313.41 


46,  313, 139. 78  15, 121,  894. 04 


$283.  50  $12, 104,  01  $9,  334,  725. 36  

485. 79  1, 779.  32  2, 132, 939. 39  

15,  606.  06  52, 889. 95  41, 162, 469.  37  

179, 85  1, 308.  59  1, 525,  560.  27  

828. 69  914. 12  1, 302, 151. 11  

105.  05  5,  537.  35  G.  069, 240.  60  

17,488.94  74,563,34  61,527,086.10  18.4 


Mississippi  - 
North  Carolina 
South  Carolina. 

Tennessee 

Texas 


Total. 


10, 044.75 
1,  555. 35 
4,  576. 74 
8, 434. 01 
140, 681.  40 
40, 037. 03 

211,329.28  ! 


81.89 
44, 386.  36 
1,100. 05 


12,  416. 13 


Delaware 

District  of  Columbia 

Maryland 

New  Jersey 

New  York 

Pennsylvania 

Total 

Alabama 

Arkansas 

Florida 

Georgia 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 


1,834.92  1,178,256.03  

3, 675.  76  1,  892, 324.  89  

10,134.09  9,717,251.05  

8,318.33  12,949,813.22  

122, 281.  20  104, 499, 939. 45  

176, 575.  08  47, 748, 326. 83  

322,819.38  177,985,911.46  ^ 

983,382.21  .7  

218,  225. 70  

115,  097.  60  

1,737,103.11  

3,  560.  75  6, 702, 550. 95  

6,279.30  2,751,801.95  

392,  852.  84  

357,738.73  ^ 

645,200.83  1 

11.72  1,859,004.85  I 

741,916.95  I 


Divisions. 


1,014,403.13 
1, 708,  551.87 
7, 620, 450. 75 
10,  472, 586.  39 
84,  265,251.31 
36, 637, 602.  71 


151,  973,  23 
178,  541,91 
2, 082,  089, 47 
2, 400, 474.49 
19,  9fe5,  725.  54 
10,  894,  052.  00 


865, 793.  20 
213,  084.74 
113,  027. 17 
1, 147, 133. 08 
5, 365,439.  57 
2, 051,747.84 
385, 411.93 
246,  913. 31 
516,  231.  59 
1,  600,  069.  40 
090, 859.  90 


117, 589.  01 
5, 140.  90 
2,  070.  43 
589,  887. 54 
1,  289, 170.  27 
692,  734.  76 
7,440.91 
110,  825. 42 
128,  975.  24 
246,  567.  54 
51,  056.  99 
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Statement  showing  postal  receipts  and  expe7i(fifures,  by  Statcft  and  geographical 
divisions^  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  50,  180S» 


[Compiled  from  report  of  the  Postmaster-General,  1893,  page  604.] 


Receipts. 

Expenditures.  | 

Profit.  j Loas. 

Eastern  States, 
Connecticut 

$1,318, 527. 51 
858,  467.41 
5, 124, 325.  54 
503. 633.  22 
506,  028.  45 
482,359,91 

$1,022, 991.48 
816, 177. 29 
3,280,078.08 
438,  496.  06 
306,  243. 35 
451,  767.  64 

i $295,536.03 
42.  290. 12 
1, 838,  247. 46 
05, 136.  56 
199, 785. 10 
30,  592.  27 

Massachusetts 

Few  Hampshire 

Khode  Island 

Vermont 

Total 

Middle  States. 

Delaware 

District  of  Columbia  - . ; 

Maryland 

Few  Jersey 

Few  York.. 

Pennsylvania 

Total 

8,  793,  342.  04 

6,321,754.50; 

2, 471, 587. 54 

141, 624. 71 
506, 192.  64  : 
1, 140.  760.  24 
1,  799,  335. 89 
13, 338, 002. 16 
6, 655, 154.  75 

129,608.11 
827.  890. 83 
1,488, 478.85 
1. 405,  726.  75 
8,  701.  938. 91  ! 
5,  653,  874. 96  | 

12, 016. 60 

333,  609. 14 
4, 636,  063.  25 
1,001, 279.  79 

. 321,698.19 

347, 718. 61 

23,581,070.39  ' 

13,  267, 518. 41 

1 5,  982,  968. 78 

669, 416.  80 

Southern  States, 


Alabama 

Arkansas 

Florida 

Georgia 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Mississippi 

Korib  Carolina 
South  Carolina 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Virginia 

West  Virginia. 

Total.— 


Western  States, 


Arizona 

Colorado 

Idaho 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Indian  Territory 

Iowa 

Kansas 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Missouri 

Montana 

Kehraska 

Kevada 

Kew  Mexico 

Forth  Dakota .. 
Ohio 


549,  297. 37 
441,  388.  97 
406,  263. 85 
888, 956. 26 
1,100.  475. 91 
625,  674.01 
405, 401.  70 
574, 859. 03 
364, 748. 78 
930,  798. 72 
1,  541,  253.  90 
1, 054, 884. 80 
463, 285. 39 


9, 347, 288. 69 


88,  200. 34 
819,338. 09 
132,506.  93 
7,372, 121.76 
1, 874, 933. 45 
96, 343.  62 
2. 070, 050.  09 
1,319,109. 16 
2,  355.  609. 94 
1,  760,  090.  20 
3, 255, 621.29 
290. 939. 92 
1, 191,315. 22 
71,311.14 
115, 832.15 
248,  055.  30 
4, 467,946. 49 


971, 439. 11 
624, 801. 59 
650,  247. 91 


422, 141. 74 
183, 412.62 
249, 984.06 


1, 592,  711.34 
1.461,857.  75 
708,  778. 00 
855.  527.  75 
882,  027. 15 
646,  642.  03 
1, 080, 524.  76 
2,  248, 479. 04 
1,661,264. 90 
553, 526. 76 


13, 943, 828. 18 


703,  755.  08 
361,381.84 
83,104.  08 
450, 126. 05 
307, 168. 12 
281, 893. 25 
149,  726.04 
707, 225. 14 
606,  380. 10 
90,  241. 37 


4, 596,539. 49 


219, 588. 59 
1,060, 100. 09 
216, 824.29 
5, 795,  425.  29 
2, 568,219.88 
180.  663. 22 
2,712,  505. 70 
2, 178, 327. 24 
2, 362.  692.  03 
2, 218,146. 75 
3,832,214.  76 
341.786.  30 
2, 389, 868. 08 
369.  479.  65 


1,  576,  696.47 


131,  388. 25 
240, 762. 00 
84,317. 36 


693,  286.  43 
84,  319. 60 
642,  455.  61 
859,218.08 
7.  082.  09 
458,  056. 65 
576, 593. 47 
50, 846. 38 
1, 198,  552. 86 
98.  168. 51 


296. 365. 57 
402,  361. 95 
6,  975, 498.  49 


180. 533. 42 
154.  306.  65 
2, 507,  552.  00 


I 
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Statement  $hoicing  postal  receipts  and  expenditures,  efc.— Continued. 


1 

Receipts. 

lExpenditures. 

i Profit. 

1 

Loss. 

’Western  jSfafw— Con- 
tinued. 

Oklahoma 

South  Dakota 

Utah 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming 

Total 

$89,155.13 
359,013.60 
219, 336. 97 
1, 707, 702. 73 
89, 302. 24 

' $51,026.59 

439. 703.  44 
323,  502. 19 
1 1,909,175.68 
1 387, 218.  97 

: $38, 128. 54 

1 

r 

I $80,  689. 84 

; 104,165.22 

1 201,472.95 

.297, 916. 73 

29, 993, 835. 70 

37, 030, 694.  75 

1,614, 825.01 

8, 651, 684.  00 

1 

Pacific  States. 

3, 025. 02 
2, 151,210. 89 
456,  209. 22 
552, 814. 97 

14, 284.04 
2, 520, 219. 39 
707, 091.60 
750, 703. 24 

m 

11,  259. 02 
369, 008. 50 
250,882. 38 
197, 888. 27 

California 

Washington 

Total 

3,163,260.10  j 3,992,298.27 

829,038. 17 

BECAPITULATION. 


Divisions. 

Receipts. 

Expenditures.' 

Profit. 

Loss. 

Eastern  States 

Middle  States 

Southern  States 

Western  States 

Pacific  States 

Total 

$8, 793, 342. 04 
23,  581,  070. 39 
9, 347„288.  69 
29, 993, 835. 76  ' 
3, 163, 260. 10 

$6, 321,754.50 
18,  267, 518.41 
13, 943,828.  IS 
37, 030, 694. 75 
3, 992, 298. 27 

$2,471,587. 54 
5, 313,551.98 

$4, 596,539. 49 
7, 036, 858.99 
829, 038. 17 

74, 878, 796. 98 

79, 556,094. 11 

7,785,139.52 

12, 462, 436. 65 

■ 

4, 677, 297. 13 

